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FOREWORD 





It is believed that the general plan of the cross 


index-digest to THE TRAFFIC WoRLD AND TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN 


is now so well known to subscribers as to make a detailed description superfluous. As in pre- 
vious numbers, every formal decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission and every public adminis- 
trative ruling of that body have been indexed under their appropriate sub-headings. In addition, every impor- 
tant court and state commission decision, and other traffic information of more than passing moment have, 
we believe, been covered in a manner to make them readily available for reference. 

There are one or two additions, however, that perhaps require an explanatory word. First, the reports 
of the hearings in the rate advance case. THE TRAFFIC WoRLD made an endeavor to cover these very fully 
in its columns, but any attempt to here summarize the import of each witness’ testimony and exhibits 
would, it was felt, have swelled the size of this issue beyond all reasonable proportions and made it less use- 


ful. This index does carry, however, a sufficiently detailed digest to make the location of any particular 
witness’ testimony an easy matter. The Washington News Digest, inaugurated in the last issues of the 
year, is another feature that has not been digested. This department is itself a digest; to attempt to 


re-digest the matter contained therein would be carrying coals to Newcastle. Owing to the fact that the 
Commission has assumed exclusive jurisdiction over misrouting claims, and to the further fact that in many 
instances cases of this nature are decided without any general principles being enunciated, it has been deemed 
well to make reference, under the heading “Misrouting,” to all decisions during the past half year which turned 
upon this question. 

In indexing the specific rates the following method has been adopted: When the reasonableness of a 
specific rate, now in effect, is maintained, said rate is indexed; when a rate is prescribed by order of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, said rate is indexed under its proper commodity heading, but where rep 


aration is awarded on a rate not now in effect and the reasonableness of the present rate is not in issue, 
the rate upon which reparation is based is not indexed. 





ABSORPTION 5 of section 15 does not apply to tele- 
See “Switching.’’ graph companies (Conf Rul); Dec 17, 


p 919 
ACCIDENTS 


Interstate Commerce Commission Acci- | ADVANTAGES OF LOCATION 
dent Bulletin No 35: Bulletin covers See ‘‘Location.’’ 
first quarter of 1910, shows 1,100 killed 
AGENT 


and 21,232 injured on steam roads; 
Posting Name: A carrier is not re- 


g 13, p 266. 
—Bulletin No 36, second quarter of quired to post the name of its resident 
agent at a blind siding (Conf Rul); 


Tap Line: See ‘‘Tap Lines.” 

Terminal: Announced that trunk lines 
have abandoned plan of abolishing 
terminal allowances to industrial 
roads; Dec 24, p 951. 


ALL-RAIL 
See “Car Ferry—Misrouting.”’ 


AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION 
1910 shows 137 killed and 2,641 injured 


Bills of Lading: Reviews fight to secure 
in accidents on railroads; for fiscal Dec 17, p 919. proper validation of cotton bills to 
year 3,804 killed and 82,374 injured; ° revent recurrences of late cotton lad- 
Nov 5, p 669. ALASKA 


ng scandals; declares bankers’ guar- 


Jurisdiction: The Commission has no antees to satisfy foreign financial in- 


ACT TO REGULATE COMMERCE jurisdiction over carriers engaged in 






Fourth Section: 


Taft, W 


Wire Companies: 





Conference on: Railroad attorneys hold 

conference at Portsmouth, N. H., to 
discuss effects of new law; Edgar J. 
Rich, general counsel Boston & Maine 
Railroad, gives out statement that new 
law will not handicap traffic (Aug 6, 
p 228). Lawyers conclude confer- 
ence; in statement after meeting ex- 
press opinion that public sentiment 
will demand changes in sections re- 
garded as too drastic to railroad in- 
terests; Aug 13, p 261. 


See “Long and Short 
Haul.”’ 


Long ané@ Short Haul Clause: See “‘Long 
and Short Haul.” 

m. H.: In message to Congress 
announces he will not press amend- 
ments defeated at last session; en- 
dorses physical valuation of roads; 
favors iler inspection and bill of 
lading liability laws; Dec 10, p 862. 

Held, That paragraph 





the transportation of passengers or 
ee within the district of Alaska: 
n the Matter of Jurisdiction; etc 
(2088), 19 I C C Rep, 81; July 2, p 50. 
—Humboldt Steamship company files 
suit in Supreme court of District of 
Columbia asking that Interstate Com- 
merce Commission be compelled to 
take jurisdiction over Alaskan traffic 
(July 30, p 218). Attorneys for steam- 
ship company argue petition; assert 


district is a territory; Nov 5, p 667. 
ALLOWANCES 
Cartage: Carriers may not make an 


allowance to shippers for cartage nec- 
essary because of misrouting (Conf 
Rul); Julv 23, p 171 


Floor Racks: Allowances for floor racks 


in refrigerator cars are analogous to 
grain door allowances and are gov- 
erned by the same principles (Conf 
Rul); Dee 17, p 919. 


+ ae out of the question; Oct 8, p 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Bills of Lading: Approves draft of 
act to make uniform the laws of bills 
of lading; Sept 17, p 426. 


AMERICAN RAILWAY ASSOCIATION, 
Car Supply Reports 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 73-A, 158 
roads reporting, shows 125,644 surplus 
cars on June 22; same roads report 
shortage of 2,729 cars: July 2, p 66. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 75, 156 roads 
reporting, shows 143,824 surplus cars 
on July 6; same roads report a short- 
age of 959 cars; July 16, p 156. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 75-A, 152 
roads reporting, shows 134,594 surplus 
ears on July 20; same roads report 
shortage of 1,293 cars; July 30, p 219. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 77, 155 roads 
reporting, shows 105,564 surplus cars 








2 American Railway Association 


on Aug 3; sate roads report shortage 
of 2,783 cars; Aug 13, p 272. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 77-A, 154 
roads reporting, shows 78,760 surplus 
ears on Aug 17; same roads report 
shortage of 5,081 cars; Aug 27, p 319. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin o 77-B, 155 
roads reporting, shows 60,022 surplus 
cars on Aug 31; same roads report 
shortage of 9,293 cars; Sept i0, p 387. 

Car Efficiency Builetin No 79, 145 roads 
reportng, shows 54,890 surplus cars 
on rik 14; same roads report a short- 
age of 7,814 cars; Sept 24, p 461. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 79-A, 143 
roads Soper Une shows 42,469 surplus 
cars on Sept 28; same roads report a 
shortage of 17,941 cars; Oct 8, p 508. 

Car Efficency Bulletin No 81, 151 roads 
reporting, shows 33,735 surplus cars 
on Oct-12; same roads report shortage 
of 20,419 cars; Oct 22, p 590. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 81-A, 152 
roads reporting, shows 29,131 surplus 
cars on Oct 26; same roads report a 
shortage of 21,896 cars; Nov 5, p 677. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 83, 156 roads 
reporting, shows 34,581 surplus cars 
on Nov 9; same roads report a short- 
age of 21,000 cars; Nov 19, p 730. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 83-A, 152 
roads reporting, shows 43,066 surplus 
cars on Nov 23; same roads report 
shortage of 14,673 cars; Dec 3, p 842. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 85, 159 roads 
reporting, shows 53,915 surplus cars 
on Dec 7; same roads report shortage 
of 11,901 cars; Dec 17, p 934. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No 85-A, 165 
roads reporting, shows 62,118 surplus 
cars on Dec 21; same roads report 
shortage of 10,705 cars; Dec 31, p 996. 


ANALOGOUS ARTICLES 
See “‘Classification.”’ 


ANTIMONY WARE 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 
Terminals: Held, That inland pro- 
portionals should not exceed those in 
effect to Missouri river points. Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 
ICC Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


ANTI-TRUST ACT 
See “Combinations.” 


APPLICATION OF RATES 
See “Rates.” 


ARIZONA 
See ‘‘Phoenix.”’ 


ARKANSAS 
Passenger Rates: Rock Island an- 
nounces that it will return to 3-cent 
seale regardless of state commission 
orders to the contrary; Oct 15, p 537. 
Tap Lines: See “Tap Lines.” 


ATLANTA, GA. _ Se 

Rates from Ohio and Mississippi River 
Crossings: Advance in rates on Classes 
B, C, D and F, fresh meats, hay, 
grain and products and packing-house 
products, Aug 1, 1908, not found un- 
reasonable. Morgan Grain Co etal vs 
A L et al (1671), etc, 19 I CC 
Rep, 460; Nov 12, p 685. 


ASSOCIATIONS, Commercial 
Free Transportation; Interstate excur- 
sions of commercial associations at 
the expense of a carrier cannot be 
sanctioned (Conf Rul); July 23, p 170 


BAGGAGE MEN 
Hours of Service Law: Section 1 of the 
act applies to baggagemen who are. 
required to hold themselves in readi- 
ness to perform any duty connected 
with the movement of any train (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 170. 


BAGGAGE RATES 
See “Passenger Fares, Tariffs and 
Tickets.”’ 


BAKER CITY, Ore. 

Rate Adjustment: Held, That Spokane 
rates should be applied from defined 
eastern territories. City of Spokane 
et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 IC C 
Rep, 162; July 2, p 3. 


BANKERS, European 
Views of American Rail Securities: See 
“Rate Advances—Official Classification 
Territory.” 





INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Utterances: Addresses National Indus- 


eat). Oscar F., Traffic Manager, Crane 
0, 
Special Articles: Submits statistics to 


BILLING GUIDES 
See “Tariffs.” 


BILLINGS, Mont. 
Class Rates to Wyoming Points: Held, 


BANKRUPTCY 
Milling-in-Transit: When bankruptcy 


proceedings discontinued operation of 
a milling lant that was using a 
transit privilege, it developed that 
there were on hand large numbers of 
inbound expense bills and practically 
no corresponding tonnage of grain or 
grain roducts entitled to transit 
rates; Held, That such old expense bills 
were worthless for reshipping purposes 
in connection with tonnage that moved 
into the plant after complainant had 
resumed business at the same plant, 
first as a lessee and later as a cor- 
poration; Held also, That complainant 
is entitled to use for transit purposes 
inbound expense bills representing 
grain moved into the plant subsequent 
to resumption of business under lease, 
and to reparation on certain ship- 
ments in connection with which con- 
fusion as to the proper manner of 
surrender of expense bills was con- 
tributed to by both defendant and 
complainant. Klyce, Henry A., Co vs 
Ill Cent et al ((3115), 19 I C C Rep, 
367; Dec 17, p 906. 


BARLOW, H. C., Traffic Director, Chicago 


Association of Commerce 


Utterances: Issues circular on procedure 


to be followed by shippers in filing 
claims for reparation under the Kindel 
and Burnham-Hanna-Munger decis- 
ions; Nov 5, p 673. 


BASKETS 
Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 


Terminals: Held, That inland propor- 
tionals should not exceed those in ef- 
fect to Missouri river points from 
same terminals. Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, Salt Lake, vs A T & 
S F et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; 
July 2, p 25. 


BECKER, F. O., Chairman, Western Clas- 


sification Committee and Superinten- 
dent of the Western Railway Weigh- 
ing Association and Inspection Bureau 


Decease: Dies at age of 53, Dec 27; Dec 


31, p 996. 


BEECHAM, W. E., Car Accountant, Chi- 


cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 


trial Traffic Leagué on tracing freight; 
shippers should avoid burdening rail- 
roads with duplicate complaints on the 
same shipments: Nov 19, p 735. 


show that rates are not alone in de- 
cline; Crane company has been able 
to reduce cost of its products to con- 
sumer by improved methods of manu- 
facture; Dec 24, p 954. 


That rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: 





——Classes—— 

From Billings to— eS. 2 ee ee 
SID > 5. oki Vc: ta nate @ sc 66 59 48 46 
ND, ~ iki edidn shin 0 6 of 71 62 51 43 
Oe ore are 71 62 51 43 
Ree ae ee 74 65 54 44 
ES <<. Lol ba 4 Wale a aioe 77 67 54 46 
 . 22S eee 80 .69 55 48 
Frannie Junction ...... 66 59 48 40 
Cowley 62 51 43 
Lovell 62 51 43 
Kane 65 54 44 
Spence 69 55 48 
Greybull 73 ST 49 
EE ane Dons db vend neds 74 59 51 
Manderson 76 #62 #54 
Rairden 80 65 57 
Worland 83 67 59 
SET eto ak a's be denies 83 67 59 
Neiber 86 69 61 
Chatham 86 69 61 
ST is Siddeo 5 sa ages ora 88 70 62 
Parkman 55 46 38 
ere 66 59 48 40 
PEELS RE ae 69 60 49 41 
SER. cudSnaie cpewhs ox 71 62 651 43 
Arno ...... Gilera ¢ kaken 74 #65 54 44 
FE ¢vecss aiab in «bes 77 67 54 46 
NE la iain sm cae views 77 67 54 46 
Regis ..... ode vali tesa sali 80 69 55 48 
SEEEIMOME. ..o cece ccccies 83 73 57 49 
_.. ys Eee ere ee 83 73 57 49 
PE ike. cus Rhee nes 89 76 62 54 








Birmingham, Ala. 





RD - a kc caddnwneeeene 89 76 62 54 
SE aks okt s esses Oe 92 80 65 57 
ME cs Siuhied- 6-06 oe wea 94 83 67 59 
EE i d:0/a WM lcainiw's re «A oes 98 86 69 61 
ED Aldi wine Gtie ddnodiotets 98 86 69 61 
I ite oieit. wader spacease ¥ 46 100 88 70 62 
0 ree Sere 103 91 72 64 
DIG? at. ch deccwetee a ...103 91 72 64 
_ | ee 105 94 73 66 
MOOTCrort .. ... ce ogeccccce 108 96 75 67 
SNCs 2. wie Wae aepiacbaee 108 96 75 67 
ro re 111 99 76 69 
CE dabt<es te ane akas'a 113 101 78 70 
, RE ae ete aes 113 101 78 70 
GU is wo sinebardites of ---115 104 80 72 
BE a 56s ds cess Bhs os 118 106 83 73 
Cambria ....... ae ee 121 109 86 76 
Newcastle ............. 121 109 86 76 


Billings Chamber of Commerce vs C 
Pe & | (2788), 19 I C C Rep, 71; July 
» Pp a 


BILLS OF LADING 
Act to Make Uniform: American Bar 


association endorses draft of act to 
make uniform the laws of bills of lad- 
ing; Sept 17, p 426. 


Certification of: Writer in Boston Tran- 


script sees merit in plan suggested by 
President Walker of the Rock Island 
company that frauds in cotton bills 
could be lessened by the installation 
of a certification system for certifying 
lading covering cotton actually de- 
livered to carrier, as distinguished 
from general “accommodation bills;” 
southern banks decline proposal of 
foreign financial houses that banks as- 
sume complete responsibility for bills 
covering through shipments, willing 
to guarantee that bills are genuine, 
but refuse to give any further guar- 
antee; July 30, p 211. 

—Railroads agreed to plan of certifica- 
tion of export cotton bills (Sept 10, p 
369). American Bankers decline to as- 
sent to proposition of English banks 
that bills be guaranteed; stock to pro- 
posal of validate certificate (Sept 17, 
p 417). American Bankers’ associa- 
tion reviews fight to secure validation 
of bills; declares further consideration 
of bankers’ guarantees to satisfy for- 
eign interests out of the question (Oct 
8, p 509). English bankers extend time 
limit on old cotton bills until Dee 31; 
plans under way for organization of 
a surety company to guarantee bills; 
Oct 22, p 584. 


Cotton: See “Bills of Lading, Certifi- 


cation of,’’ ante, 


James, Francis B.: Declares solution of 


problem of fraud prevention is to 
make carriers liable for accommoda- 
tion bills and to prevent forgery of 
agent’s signature; Aug 27, p 325. 


Michigan: State railroad commission al- 


lows use of old printed forms shippers 
may have on hand until Dee 31, 1910, 
instead of demanding immediate com- 
pliance with state uniform bills act 
(July 2, 3), Extends period to June 
1, 1911; Nov 19, p 740. 


Misdating: Commission repeats warning 


against dating or issuing bills of lad- 
ing on days other than which the ac- 
tual goods are received for transit; 
Dec 3, p 835. 


Stevens Bill: Council of the Nortn Amer- 


ican Grain Exchanges endorse passage 
of bill (Sept 17, p 391). American 
Bankers’ association sees defect in 
bill as it now stands (Oct 8, p 509). 
Chicago Board of Trade transportation 
committee endorses bill (Oct 8, p 511). 
Grain Dealers’ National association 
endorses bill; Oct. 22, p 586. 


Uniform: Grain Dealers’ National as- 


sociation favors elimination of ‘‘dis- 
crepancies in elevator weights” from 
section one of standard form; that 
claims for loss and damage should be 
hased on value of property and not at 
invoice price and that requirement 
that claims shall be presented within 
A months be stricken out; Oct 22, 
Pp 586. 


Validation: National Grain Dealers’ as- 


sociation favors laws safeguarding in- 
tegrity of bills of lading and to give 
them full value as an instrument of 
commerce; Oct 22, p 586. 


BIRMINGHAM, Ala. 
Rates from Ohio and Mississippi River 


Crossings: Advances in rates on 
Classes RB, C, D and F, fresh meats, 
grain and products, hay and packing 
house products, August 1, 1908, not 
found unreasonable. Morgan Grain 
Co et al vs A C L et al (1671), etc., 19 
IC C Rep, 460; Nov 12, p 685. 


BLIND SII 
See “Sid 


BLOCK SI 
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See ‘‘Sec 
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Car Service 





BLIND SIDING 
See “Siding, Blind.’’ 


BLOCK SIGNALS 
See “Signals, Block.” 


BONDS 
See ‘‘Securities.’’ 


BOOKS 
See ‘‘Publications.”’ 


BOOTS AND SHOES 
Rate Advance: New England Shoe & 
Leather association protests to Inter- 
state Commerce Commission against 
advance on rates in eastern territory; 
declares increase affects heavily neces- 
sities of life, but leaves untouched two. 
thirds of traffic of roads; Oct 15, p 554. 


BORDERS & WALTERS 
Organization: Luther M. Walters, former 
attorney for the Commission, and M. 
W. Borders, general counsel for Mor- 
ris & Co., organize under name of 
Borders & Walters; Oct 1, p 496. 


BOX SHOOKS 
See ‘‘Lumher and Forest Products.” 


BRANDEIS, Louis D. 
See “Rate Advances—Official Classifica- 
tion Territory.” 


BREAD 

Express: Held, That bread may prop- 
erly take a lower rate than cake. Oak 
Grove Farm Creamery Co vs Adams 
Express et al (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 
454; Nov 5. p 637. 
—See also “Express—Mixed Ship- 
ments.’’ 


BRICK 

Cheltenham, Mo., to Chicago, Ill.: Held, 
That rate on enameled brick should 
not exceed 8 cents. Hydraulic-Press 
Brick Co vs St L & S F et al (3109), 
19 IC © Rep, 544; Dec 17, p 914. 

Cheltenham, Mo., to Tuscaloosa, Ala.: 
Held, That rate on pressed brick 
should not exceed 12 cents, minimum 
carload 40,000 pounds. Hydrulic-Press 
Brick Co vs M & O et al (2811), 19 
ICC Rep, 530; Dec 3, p 825. 


BRIDGE COMPANIES 
Free Transportation to Employes of: 
See ‘‘Free Transportation.” 


BRUSHES 
Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 
Terminals: Held, That inland propor- 
tionals should not exceed those in ef- 
fect to Missouri river points. Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt Lake 
City, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 


IC C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


BUREAU OF RAILWAY ECONOMICS 
Creation: Railroads decide on creation 
of bureau at Washington for purpose 
of compiling statistical data and fur- 
nishing unbiased information to both 
transportation companies and the pub- 
lic; Logan G. MePherson, lecturer on 
transportation, Johns Hopkins univer- 
sity, made manager; Aug 6, 222. 
BURNHAM-HANNA-MUNGER CASE 
See “Missouri River Rate Case.’’ 


BUTLER, Rush C., Counsel, Chicago As- 
sociation of Commerce 
Utterances: Declares express business on 
a wrong basis: feels agitation will wipe 
companies out or force a basic read- 
justment of their contracts with rail- 
roads; Oct 22, p 591 


BUTTER 
See “Dairy Products.” 


CAKE 

Express: Held, That rates should not 
exceed the regular merchandise rates, 
excluding weight of hamper, which 
is to be returned free when received 
by the shipper at the office of de- 
fendants. Oak Grove Farm Creamery 
vs Adams Exp et al (2894), 19 I C C 
Rep, 454; Nov 5, p 637. 
—Held, That bread may properly take 
a somewhat lower rate than cake. 
Oak Grove Farm Creamery vs Adams 
Exp et al (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 454; 
Nov 5, p 637. 
—See o Express—Mixed Shipments. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


CALIFORNIA TERMINALS 
San Pedro, Cal.: Held, That San Pedro 
should be given terminal rates. Har- 
bor City holesale Co vs Sou Pac et 
al Pi 19 I C C Rep, 323; July 23, 
p 162. 


CAMPHOR 

alt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 
Terminals: Held, That inland propor- 
tionals should not exceed those in 
eect to Missouri river points, Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau. Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


CANADA 
Sunday Work: Railway commission 
grants Canadian Pacific right to han- 
dle ex-lake grain on Sundays; Nov 5, 

p 626. 


CANADIAN-AMERICAN REGULATION 
See ‘International Rail Commission.’’ 


CANADIAN BOARD DECISIONS 

Cartage Charges: Held, That assess- 
ment of cartage charge of $1.50 over 
and above regular freight toll charged 
by defendant for transportation of a 
marble slab from Montreal, P. Q., to 
Hamilton, Ont., was illegal. Steward 
vs gs Pac (Order No 11270); Aug 20, 

291. 

classification: Ordered that first class 
rating on carriage and wagon tires 
solid, be changed to “tires, solid.’’ 
Montreal B of T et al vs Can Pac et 
al (Order No 11326); Oct 8, p 516. 
—Commission passes upon proposed 
supplement 3 to Canadian Classifica- 
tion No 14, directing certain modifica- 
tions therein; Oct 15, p 542. 

Coal, Lundbreck, Alta, to Points East 
and West: Upon complaint that rates 
east and west bound from Lundbreck 
discriminate against it and in favor 
of Lethbridge, Alta., situate 74 miles 
east of Lundbreck: Held, That de- 
fendant revise and reissue its special 
tariff rates on coal and coke from 
shipping points on its Lethbridge, 
Crows Nest and Cranbrook section to 
points west thereof so as to place said 
rates on a reasonable basis relatively 
to the rates at present in force, or as 
they may be reduced, from_ Leth- 
bridge. Galbraith Coal Co vs Can Pac 
(Order No 10960); Aug 6, p 241. 

Export Rates via Tehuantepec Route: 
Application for order directing car- 
riers to apply established export basis 
on general merchandise and commod- 
ities from points in eastern Canada 
to Montreal, Quebec, St. John, and 
Halifax for export to British Colum- 
bia points, said traffic to move via 
the Elder Dempster company’s steam- 
ships to Puerto Mexico, thence by 
the Tehuantepec National railway to 
Salina Cruz, Mex., and thence by the 
Canadian-Mexican steamship line to 
destination, dismissed without preju- 
dice. Elder Dempster Co vs Can Pac 
and Grand Trunk (Order No 10005); 
July 2, p 69. 

Express Rates: 
two years’ 
charges, 


Commission, following 
inquiry into express 
orders general reductions 
therein; finds Canadian companies 
grossly overcapitalized and declares 
first tolls were based on theory of the 
greatest charge for the least service; 
Dec 31, p 990. u 

Rubber Goods: Application for Officiai 
Classification ratings on L C L ship- 
ments of rubber hose, packing and 
tires denied. Montreal B of T et al 
vs Can Pac et al (Order No 11326)); 
Oct 8. p 516. 

Weights. Minimum: Ordered, That arti- 
cles too long, or too bulky, to be load- 
ed through side doors of box or stock 
ears not over 36 feet 6 inches in 
length, and which are loaded through 
end doors or windows, will be carried 
at actual weight and tariff rate; if 
special switching movement is neces- 
sary for loading and unloading an 
extra charge of $1 will be added for 
this service; if flat car is needed as 
platform for loading, a further charge 
of $1 for its switching may be made; 
provided, should article require use 
of entire car, total charge will 
be the same as provided for platform 
ears. Kingston P & C Elec vs G T 
(Order No 11463); Oct 8, p 518. 


CANDY 
Nebraska: State railway commission 
fixes rating, value not exceeding 15 
cents a pound, third; exceeding, first 
class; Oct 15, p 543. 


CAR DISTRIBUTION 
See ‘“‘Car Service.”’ 


CAR FERRY 

Misrouting: In the absence of different 
rates in one tariff and where break 
of bulk is not necessary or directed, 
car-ferry routes are understood to be 
included in the general term “<all- 
rail;’’ interpreting Rule 214-B4 (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 171. 


CARLOADS, Mixed 

Minimum Weights: Rule authorizin 
ecarload rates on mixed carloads an 
providing that any deficit in minimum 
shall be made ca 4 by adding to the 
weight of the highest rated article, 
found unreasonable and ordered 
amended to provide that deficit in 
weight shall be made by adding to the 
weight of the heaviest loaded article. 
Ponchatoula Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent 
(2834), 19 I C C Rep, 513; Dec 3, p 817. 


CARRIERS 


Estimated Weights: See ‘‘Weights, Es- 
timated—Packages.”’ 


CARRIER, Common 

Initial; Duty to Protect Minimum Where 
Car of Capacity Greater than Ordered 
by Shipper Is Furnished: See 
“Weights, Carload Minimum—Larger 
Car Furnished for Carrier’s Con- 
venience.”’ 

Liability of, Misrouting: In accepting 
a shipment without routing instruc- 
tons, and failing to ask for same or 
make inquiries of its connections, a 
carrier assumes the burden of giv- 
ing the shipper the cheapest reason- 
ably direct route. Willson Bros Lum- 
ber Co vs Norf Sou et al (3158), 19 
IC C Rep, 293; July 9, p 107. 
—Initial carrier held not responsible 
for misrouting shipment via an Ohio 
river crossing taking higher combina- 
tion than might have been obtained 
via another Ohio river crossing using, 
as a factor, a special commodity rate 
south of the river, the initial carrier 
not being a party to the rates named 
by the line south of the river. Isbell 
& Covs LS & M S et al (2687), 19 
1 C C Rep, 448; Nov 5, P 643. 

—Carriers must make relivery accord- 
ing to routing instructions, even 
though it necessitates extra switch- 
ing or cartage expense; in that event, 
the extra expense -must all be borne 
by the carrier guilty of misrouting 
(Conf Rul); July 23, p 171 

—A connecting line accepting a saip- 
ment without routing instructions will 
be liable for any excess charges that 
may accrue because of its failure to 
forward shipment. via the cheapest 
— route (Conf Rul); July 23, 
p i 
—Passenger Tickets: A carrier whose 
agent has made an error in punching 
half-fare and lower class tickets must 
bear the full burden of his mistake 
(Conf Rul); July 23, p 170. 


CAR SERVICE 

Cars, Assigned: Foreign railway fuel 
ears assigned to a particular mine 
cannot be delivered to another mine. 
Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co vs PRR 
(1063), 19 I C C Rep, 356; Aug 27, 
p 299. 

Cars, Private: The owner of a private 
ear is entitled to the exclusive use 
thereof. Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co 
(1063), 19 I C C Rep, 356; Aug 27, 
p 299. 

Coal: Assigned cars, viz: private and 
foreign and system railway fuel, must 
be counted against the regular rated 
capacity of the mine receiving same 
in the same manner and to the same 
extent and on the same basis unas- 
signed cars are counted against ‘the 
rated capacity of the mine receiving 
them. Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co vs 
P RR (1063), 19 I C C Rep, 356; Aug 
27, p 299. 

—Rule providing that assigned cars, 

viz: private and foreign fuel, should 

be deducted from rated capacity of 
mines receiving same and that re- 
mainder is to be regarded as rated 
capacity of mine in the distribution of 
all unassigned equipment held unlaw- 
ful and discriminatory. Hillsdale Coal 

& Coke Co vs P R R (1063), 19 IC C 

oe. 356; Aug 27, p 299. 

—To the physical capacity of a mine, 
carrier adds the commercial capacity 
tested by the shipments made from 

; it during the preceding 12 months, 
| and divides the sum by two; these 





4 Car Service 





two factors are revised quarterly, and 
uses same as basis of rating for dis- 
tribution during percentage periods. 
Held, That if this basis is applied 
equitably to all mines served by a car- 
rier, the Commission is unable to see 
that it results in an unfair or dis- 
criminatory distribution of the rail- 
road’s equipment. Hillsdale Coal & 
Coke Co vs P R R (1063), 19 I C C 
Rep, 356; Aug 27, p 299. 

—The Commission declines to sustain 
the contention that physical capacity 
alone is the fair and sound basis for 
rating coal mines for car distribution; 
the utmost obligation of a carrier un- 
der the law is to equip itself with 
sufficient cars to meet the require- 
ments of a mine for actual shipment; 
and it is of no real concern to the 
carrier what are the physical possibil- 
ities of a mine in the way of daily 
output except as that factor may af- 
ford some measure of what its actual 
shipments will be. Hillsdale Coal & 
Coke Co vs P RR (1063), 19 IC C 
Rep, 356; Aug 27, p 299. 

Courts: United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals, Philadelphia, dismisses case 
of Morrisdale Coal Co vs P R R, alleg- 
ing discrimination in coal car distri- 
bution; holds exclusive jurisdiction 
rests with Commission; Nov 26, p 784. 
—Pennsylvania railroad files bill in 
the United States Circuit court ask- 
ing that order of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in Clark Bros Coal 
Mining Co case, q v, be set aside; de- 
nies present system is preferential; 
Oct 8, p 508. 

Discriminatory: The special allotment 
daily of 500 of its system coal cars to 
a particular operator for the purpose 
of supplying foreign steamships with 
coal found to be a discriminatory 
practice so long as they were not 
counted against the rating of those 
mines during periods of car shortage; 
a like view expressed of the sale by 
the defendant of 1,000 of its coal cars 
to the same operator. Jacoby & Co 
vs P R R (1139), 19 I C C Rep, 386; 
Sept 10, p 371. 

—State Supreme court of Pennsyl- 
vania upholds verdicts of trial courts 
of Clearfield county awarding dam- 
ages because of alleged discrimination 
in coal car distribution; July 16, p 154. 


CARS, Forelgn 


Distribution: Foreign railway fuel cars| 


assigned to a particular mine cannot 
be delivered to another mine. Hills- 
dale Coal & Coke Co vs P R R (1963), 
19 I C C Rep, 356; Aug 27, p 299. 


CARS, Private 

Demurrage: Rule providing for assess- 

ment of demurrage charges on private 
ears while standing on private tracks, 
and particularly provision that if pri- 
vate cars are returned under load, the 
railroad service does not end until 
the lading is removed, held lawful. 
Proctor & Gamble Co vs C H & D et 
al (3208), 19 I C C Rep, 556; Dec 17. 
p 903. 
—New York public service commis- 
sion, second district, holds it illegal 
to assess demurrage on inbound pri- 
vate cars standing on private tracks 
of owner. General Electric Co vs 
NY C &H R et al; Oct 8, p 504. 

Jurisdiction: The Commission reaffirms 
its right to exercise jurisdiction over 
private cars when used for the con- 
veyance of amusement outfits, theat- 
rical companies, and the like. Chap- 
pelle ve L & N (2548), 19 I C C Rep, 
456; Nov 5, p 643. 

Use: The owner of a private car is en- 
titled to the exclusive use thereof. 
Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co vs P R R 
(1082). 19 I C C Rep, 356; Aug 27, 
p 299. 


CARS, Refrigerator 
Floor Racks: Allowance for floor racks 
in refrigerator cars yare analogous to 
grain door allowances and are gov- 
erned by the same principles (Conf 
Rul); Dee 17, p 919. 


CARTAGE 
Allowance: Carriers may not make al- 
lowance to shippers to cover cartage 
cost that may arise because of mis- 
routing (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 


CAST IRON PIPE 
See “Pipe, Cast-Iron.” 


CATSUP 
Salt Lake City, Utah, to Mississippi 
River Points and Chicago, Ill.: Held, 
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That rate on catsup in tin, glass or 
earthenware, boxed, minimum 40,000 
pounds, should not exceed 85 cents. 
Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake City, vs AT & S F et al (2662), 
19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


CEMENT, LIME AND PLASTER 
Ada, Okla., to Guthrie and Oklahoma 
City, Okla. (Intrastate): Held, That 
rates on portland cement should not 
exceed 10.4, 5 and 8 cents, respectively 
(Okla Corp Com); Aug 20, p 276. 


Class Rates 


‘ 


ing-house products, Aug 1, 1908, not 

found unreasonable. organ Grain 
Co et al vs A C L et al (1671), 19 
I C C Rep, 460; Nov 12, p 685. 

Birmingham, Ala., from Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi River Crossings: Advances 
in rates on Classes B, C, D and F, fresh 
meats, hay, grain and products, and 
packing-house products, Aug 1, 1908, 
not found unreasonable. Morgan Grain 
Co et al vs A C L et al (1671), etc, 19 
I C C Rep, 460; Nov 12, p 685. 


Kansas (Intrastate): State railroad| CLASSIFICATION 


commission establishes state legisla- 
tive crushed stone rates on crushed 
gypsum rocks for distances up to 110 
miles and 6-cent blanket rate for dis- 
tances from 115 to 260 miles, inclu- 
sive (Dec 17, p 927). Traffic Manager 
Dowler of United States Gypsum com- 
any criticizes decision as placing 

eavy burden on cement mills in gas 
belt; Dee. 31, p 1002. 

Rate Advance: Hearing on suspended 
rate advance to Colorado and Kansas 
points brings out relative disparity 
between rates from Iola to Denver 
and to Kansas City; Oct 15, p 556. 

Syracuse, N. Y., to Boston Mass., and 
New York, N. Y.: Rate of $2 and 
$1.75 per net ton, respectively, on wall 
plaster not found unreasonable. Par- 
agon Plaster Co vs NY C & HRet 
al gest). 19 I C C Rep, 480; Nov 26, 
p 776. 


CHARGES 
Carrier May Demand Payment Before 
Delivery: A carrier may demand its 
legal charges before delivering freight: 
Fisk & Sons vs B & M (1590), 19 
I C C Rep, 299; July 9, p 109. 


CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY 
See ‘“Mergers.”’ 


CHICAGO, III. 

Switching: Carriers and shippers agree 
on switching rules to replace rule 23 
of state railroad and warehouse com- 
mission; small minority of shippers; 
block agreement; central idea free 
delivery of in and out bound traffic 
within Chicago district (Nov 12, p 
694). Shippers and carriers look for 
early and amicable settlement of con- 
troversy; Nov 19, p 740. 


| CHICAGO BOARD OF TRADE 

Bills of Lading: Transportation com- 
| mittee of association endorses Stevens 
bill; Oct 8, p 511. 


| CHICAGO TRANSPORTATION ASSO- 

| CIATION 

Holds midsummer outing at Milwaukee, 
Wis.; July 23, p 183. 


CINCINNATI, O. u 
Class Rates to Chattanooga, Tenn.: See 
“Courts, Federal—Southeastern Rate 
Case.’’ 


CLAIMS 
*Burnham-Hanna-Munger Case:” See 

under “Reparation.”’ 

Jurisdiction: The Commission does not 
assume jurisdiction over the prompt 
settlement of claims. Ponchatoula 
Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent (2834), 19 
I C C Rep, 513; Dec 3, p 817. a 

Kindel Case: See under “Reparation. 

| Louisiana: Held, That penalty provided 

| by law cannot be assessed against 
delivering carrier for loss of freight 
when it is shown that said carrier 
never received said freight from its 

connections. Stothard vs La R & N 

(La Sup Ct); Nov 26, p 780. 

‘“‘Misrouting.”’ See ‘‘Damages.”’ 

National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Committee on _ claims 
scores shippers for the presentation 
of claims that are fictitious or of 
very doubtful validity, and carriers 
for the inexcusable delays in the set- 
tlement of valid claims; Nov 19, p 719. 

Preparation of: Writer in the Farm Im- 
plement News urges careful and sys- 
tematic preparation of claim papers; 
Oct 15, p 555. 

Tracing Freight: Writer in Paint and 
Varnish Record protests against ex- 
cessive tracing’ of freight; practice 
clogs instead of helps matters; Oct 
15, p 55. 








CLASSES AND COMMODITIES 

See also ‘“‘Classes.’’ 

Atlanta, Ga., from Ohio and Mississippi 
River Crossings: Advances in rates 
on Classes B, C, D and F, hay, fresh 
meats, grain and products and pack- 


Analogous Articles: A simple commod- 
ity, advertised, sold and shipped un- 
der a trade name which does not dis- 
close the real nature of the commod- 
ity, is not improperly rated when 
rated the same as other and compet- 
ing preparations of similar physica! 
character and general nature. Ford 
Co vs Mich Cent et al (3242), 19 
I C C Rep, 507; Nov 26, p 765. 
—Commodity rates should be strictly 
applied; such a rating as ‘pepper’ 
does not take out of the classifica- 
tion any other article scepifically 
named therein, however analogous, 
such as “chill pepper.’’ Cromble & 
Co et al vs Sou Pac et al (3149), 
19 I C C Rep, 561; Dec 17, p 91. 

Early: Reproduction of tariff of 1866. 
showing old classifications and rat- 
ings; Dec 17, p 911. 


CLASSIFICATION, Official 

Additional Classes: Northwestern As- 
sociation of Railroad Commissioners 
declared to be in favor of adding two 
more classes to Official Classification; 
Aug 13, p 262. : 

Suspension: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission announces that it will not 
suspend Classification No 36 in toto, 
but will hear any complaints against 
specific sections; July 2, p 77. 


CLASSIFICATION, Southern 

Docket: President Lincoln of National 
Industrial Traffic league asks com- 
mittee to take up question of giving 
advance publicity to dockets of its 
meetings; ang 6, p 244. 

Locomotives: nerease in ratings on 
locomotives and tenders suspended by 
Commission until March 31, 1911; Nov 
19, p 737. 


CLASSIFICATION, Uniform 
National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners committee urges that In- 
terstate Commerce Commission take 
such steps as will secure uniformity 
in classification-at an early date; Nov 
26, p 747. 


CLASS RATES 
See also “Classes and Commodities.’’ 
Billings, Mont., to Wyoming Points: 
Held, That rates should not exceed 
the following: 








——_—-Classes-—— 

1 2 3. 4. 

PROMS . 6. sedeins tar 66 59 48 40 
ear Sem 71 62 51 43 
SING, ous pce: his ete et 71 62 51 43 
SIL, 0.6 5 ct aikinmince 74 #65 54 44 
CE a c's ane xa 3 0 7) a oe 46 
SEE sn bh a btn a «bie 80 69 55 48 
Frannie Junction.... 66 59 48 40 
6 al a a ae a 71 62 51 43 
BIE cccwabecachces 71 62 61 43 
SEE -6 ie SGads she ey oe 74 65 54 44 
ye Se 80 69 55 48 
| A eee 83 73 57 «49 
aE ae 86 74 59 51 
Manderson ......... 89 76 62 54 
SD then wn'ers wae 92 80 65 57 
, ree 94 83 67 59 
Colter 83 67 59 
Neiber ¢ 86 69 61 
err gee 98 86 69 61 
BD pik dno 56 oes aera 100 88 ° 70 62 
by a | ae 63 55 46 38 
Manchester .......:. 66 59 48 40 
Re se 69 60 49 41 
DE 25; Jerk ouwan ss 71 62 51 48 
0 Py ee 74 65 54 44 
Rs xe peewee peeun 7 67 54 46 
ML. ! ict +6 Bib waie ce od 77 67 54 46 
PEE: staddensaxkes see 80 69 55 £48 
Clearmont .........-- 88 73 57 49 
PR Soles Gide os Sede ¢ 73 #57 49 
Arvada 76 62 54 
Lariat 7 62 54 
I “ah 0 osdivw wate. ahenh 9 80 65 5T 
(, | eae -. ae 3 
IR: 6 iWin ed ahve 86 69 61 
Sparta 86 69 61 
Gillette 88 70 62 
Minturn ............ 103 91 «#7 fa 
BN: i 2. ste ot 2 dletn ie 103 91 72 ~= 64 
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EE. 2 <ckicetaecuueye - 1.87 1.57 
BO. WEEE cevctcvesedsens 2.00 1.67 
Class——— 

From— A B Cc 
Missouri river...... $1.33 $1.04 $0.83 
Mississippi river.... 1.46 1.14 -91 
a 1.50 1.18 -94 
Cincinnati-Detroit .. 1.56 1.23 .98 
Pittsburg .......... 1.62 1.28 1.03 
New York ......... 1.7% 1.38 1.11 
——Class—— 

From— D E 
Missouri river ..........-. $0.79 $0.71 
Mississippi river ......... .86 -78 
CET ta an ccccseeet ace qe .89 -80 
Cincinnati-Detroit ........ .92 -83 
inns ecesvbeeesieat -96 .86 
ke) aa 1.03 93 


City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et al 
(S78), 19 I C C Rep, 162; July 2, p 


Tacoma, Wash., to Points in Washing- 
ton, Oregon, Idaho and Montana: 
Held, That interstate class rates 
should be reduced not_less than .20 
per tent. Seattle Transportation 
Bureau of Seattle Chamber of Com- 
merce et al vs Nor Pac et al (2545), 
19 I C C Rep, 265; July 2, p 19. 

Transcontinental: Roads discuss tenta- 
tive scale of advanced rates to coast 
on graded basis, if long and short 
haul clause is rigidly enforced; Dec 
3, p 838. 


OAL 
Car Distribution: See ‘‘Car Service.’’ 


Coplay, Pa., from Lehigh (Pa.) Dis- 
trict: Reported that defendant re- 
fuses to obey recommendation of 
state railroad commission in Coplay 
Cement Mfg Co vs L V, in which 
it was held that rates to Coplay 
should be no greater than to more 
distant points in the same direction. 
(July 30, p 215.) Case referred by 
state railroad commission to attorney- 
general; Aug 20, p 291. 

Cleveland and Huron, O., from Eighth 
District (Intrastate): State railroad 
commission appeals to United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals from de- 
cision of lower court enjoining en- 
forcement of order in Pittsburg Vein 
Operators’ case; Aug 6, p 244. 

Demurrage upon: See ‘‘Demurrage— 
New England.” 

Discrimination: Judge Holland, United 
States District Court, Philadelphia, 
grants petition of defendant for new 
jury in Carbon Hill Coal & Coke Co 
et al vs Pennsylvania Railroad, in 
which plaintiffs seek recovery of 
damages for alleged rate discrmina- 
tions; July 16, p 134. 
—Victoria Coal Co sues_ Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad for $18,000 damages 
because of assessment of alleged dis- 
criminatory rates from complainant’s 
mine in Cambridge, O., district; July 
16, p 157. 

—See also ‘Car Service.” 

Eastern Fields: Operators in Pennsyl- 
vania and West Virginia fields be- 
lieve rates to tide water should be 
reduced; West Virginia men want 
differential abolished; Pennsylvanians 
oppose this action; Dec 24, p_ 955. 

East St. Louis, Ill., to Omaha and 
South Omaha, Neb.: Rate of $2 per 
ton on soft coal not found unreason- 
able. Breese-Trenton Mining Co et 
al vs Wabash et al (2768), 19 I C C 
Rep. 598; Dee 31, p 988. 

French Lick and Paoli, Ind., between 
(Intrastate): Rate of 50 cents per 
ton on coal originating on Southern 
Railway upheld; trustees of Faoli vs 
c I & L (ind R R Com); Nov 19, 
p 714. 

Holvoke and Springfield. Mass., from 
Pennsylvania Fields: There is a dis- 
similarity of conditions at these two 
points which negatives the presump- 
tion of unreasonableness because 
rates to Holyoke, the intermediate 
point, may be greater than to Spring- 
field. Fisk & Sons vs B & M (1590), 
19 I C C Rep, 299; July 9. p 109. _ 

Illinois: Illinois & Wisconsin Retail 
Coal Dealers’ Association opposes 
general advance in rates from Illi- 
nois mines; urges that state and na- 
tional commissions investigate earn- 
ings thoroughly before allowing car- 
riers to increase rates (July 30, p 
212). Carriers postpone from Nov 
to Dec 1 advance in intrastate rates 
(Oct 29, p 621); Held, That rates 
from state mines to Chicago should 
be ‘increased seven cents per ton 
m R R & Whse Com); Dec 3, p 


Indiana: State railroad commission 


" 
er 
’ 


permits advance of 7 cents per ton 
in rates basing on Hammond to Chi- 
cago charges; c 10, 847. 

Iowa: Freight Commissioner E. G. 
Wylie of the Greater Des Moines 
committee discusses problems before 
state railroad commission in pro- 
posed readjustment of inirastate 
rates (July 9, 112). State railroad 
commission orders reduction in dis- 
tance rates on soft lump and nut 
(Dec 17, p 934). Reported that car- 
riers will take state case to courts 
(Dec. 24, p 963). New schedule in 
full; Dec 31, p 979. 

Ohio (Intrastate): Order of the state 
railroad commission in Victoria Coal 
Co vs B & O enjoined by state court; 
July 16, p 158. 

Rotterdam Jct., N. Y., to Holyoke, 
Mass.: Rate of $1.15 per ton on 
anthracite originating on Lacka- 
wanna points in Pennsylvania not 
found unreasonable. Fisk & Sons 
vs B & M (1590), 19 I C C Rep, 299; 
July 9, R 109. 

Waverly, N. Y., to Binghamton, N. Y. 
(When from Bernice, Pa.): Held, 
That rate on semi-anthracite should 
not exceed 65 cents per ross ton 
on prepared sizes and 55 cents on 
pea. buckwheat and smaller sizes, 
ncluding screenings. Northern An- 
thracite Coal Co vs D L & W (2146), 
19 I C C Rep, 549; Dec 17, p 915. 

West Virginia Fields to Toledo, O., for 
Lake Shipment: Advance in rates 
suspended until March 15, 1911, with 
respect to Chesapeake & Ohio road 
(Nov 19, p 716). Commission suspends 
advanced rates of Norfolk & West- 
ern (Nov 26, p 747). Commission 
orders carriers to file by Jan 20, 
1911, statement of reasons why they 
advanced rates under suspension; 
Dec 31, p 970. 


COKE 

Chicago, Ill., from West Virginia-Penn- 
sylvania Ovens: Rate of $2.65 per 
net ton not unreasonable. Anaconda 
Copper Mining Co vs Chi & Erie et 
al (2386), 19 I C C Rep, 592; Dec 
31, p 982. 

Discrimination: Held, That, while a 
low rate on coke for blast-furnaces, 
in view of the contemporaneous 
maintenance of a higher charge when 
used for other purposes is improper, 
such a rate does not subject smel- 
ters of ores not competing witn iron 
to undue discrimination and cannot 
be made the basis of an award of 
reparation. Anaconda Copper Mining 
Co vs Chi & E et al (2386), 19 I CC 
Rep, 592; Dec 31, p 982. 


COMBINATIONS 

Coal: United States Circuit Court, 
Philadelphia, holds government has 
failed to prove conspiracy charge 
against anthracite railroads, but that 
emple Iron Company is an illegal 
combine (Dec 10, p 876). Stated that 
government will appeal; Dec 17, p 
931. 

Harriman Lines: See “‘Union-Southern 
Pacific Merger Dissolution Suit.” 


COMMERCE COURT 
See ‘“‘Courts, Commerce.”’ 


COMMISSIONS, Railway Securities 
See “Securities Commission.’’ 


COMMODITIES CLAUSE 
See ‘Rebates, Fines, Indictments, etc. 
—Hocking Valley Railroad; Sunday 
Creek Coal Co.” 


COMPETITION 

Rates: When one community leans 
upon another for its competitive 
rates, the benefit of such rates ought 
not to be denied to the point where 
the competitive conditions exist. Har- 
bor City Wholesale Co vs Sou Pac 
ot al SE». 19 I C C Rep, 323; July 
23, p . 


COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE IN- 
“<= COMMERCE COMMIS- 
Abeles, Chas. T., & Co vs St L S W 
et al (3632). Complainants allege 
they have been charged excessive 
rates on window glass to Little Rock, 
Ark., and because of this have been 
at a disadvantage in marketing their 
products; Nov 12, p 698. 
Acme Cement Plaster Co vs C RI & 
P et al (3525). Complainant attacks 


Complaints—Baker 





cancelation of point rates and through 
routes from Acme, Tex., to Various 
points; Sept 19, 1910; Sept 17, p 418. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co vs St L& SF 
et al (3545). Complainant alleges it 
was assessed excessive rates on fue| 
oil from Sapulpa,- Okla., to Acme, 
Tex., between May 17, 1909, and July 
5, 1909; Oct 1, p 495. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co vs Pere \ 
et al (8599). Complainant alleges jt 
was charged 9.5 cents on crushed gyp- 
sum rock from Grand Rapids, Mich. 
to Oglesby, Ill., and that rate should 
not exceed 8 cents; Nov 12, p 698. 

Adrian Wire Fence Co et al vs LS & 
M S et al (3611). Complainants al- 
lege rategy from Pittsburg, Pa., to 
Adrian and ‘Tecumseh, Mich., and 
from Adrian and Tecumseh to Chi- 
cago, Ill., are unjust and excessive: 
Nov 12, p 698. 

Advance Elevator & Warehouse Co et a] 
vs St L & § F (3443). Complainants 
claim reparation for alleged discrimi- 
nation existing against East St. Louis, 
Ill, prior to Feb 12, 1909, in that de- 
fendant made an elevation allowance 
at St. Louis, Mo., on grain to Texas 
points while making no similar allow- 
ance at East St. Louis; Aug 6, p 238. 

Advance Thresher Co vs Mich Cent et 
al (3543). Complainant alleges rate of 
$1.35 on threshers from Battle Creek, 
Mich., to Portland, Ore., as assessed 
on shipments made April 3, 1909, un- 
just; Oct 1, p 495. 

Agar Packing Co vs C RI & P (3643). 
See Central Trust vs same. 

Alabama Lumber & Export Co vs Cent 
of Ga et al (3668). Complainant al- 
leges it was charged unreasonable rate 
of 15 cents on lumber from Millville. 
Fla., to Marshalltown, Ga., Feb 238, 
1910; Nov 26, p 788. 

Albree, Geo., vs B & M et al (3680). 
Complainant alleges rates on milk are 
unreasonable; Dec 3, p 839. 

American Refining Co vs Pere M et al 
(3448). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rates on final 
beet molasses and residue shipped 
from Charlevoix, Mich., to Peoria. 
Ill., during Nov and Dec,- 1908, and 
Jan, 1909; Aug 13, p 264. 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co vs Gt Nor 
et al (3580). Complainant alleges 
class and commodity rates from Den- 
ver and points east to Montana com- 
mon points are unreasonable per se 
and discriminatory in favor of Salt 
Lake and Spokane and their common 
points; Nov 5, p 670. 

Anheuser-Busch Brewing Assn vs Mo 
Pac et al (3429-3430). Complainant 
alleges unreasonable rates on various 
— to various points; Aug 6, 
Pp 7 

Anheuser-Busch Brewing Assn vs Wa- 
bash et al (3682). Complainant at- 
tacks rate of 36 cents on empty beer 
packages returned from La Junta, 
Colo., to St. Louis, Mo., and from 
Las Animas, Colo.; Dee 10, p 884. 

Arbol Manufacturing Co vs_ South 
Brooklyn Ry (3339). Complainant al- 
leges through misrouting it was forced 
to pay 30 cents on starch from Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., to Chicago, Mll.: that had 
instructions been followed rate would 
have been 21 cents; July 2, p 72. 

Arizona Railway Commission vs A T & 
S F et al (3563). Complainant alleges 
through rates on cereal products to 
Clifton, Ariz., are unreasonable; Oct 
15, p 550. 

Arizona Railway Commission vs Wells, 
Fargo & Co Express (3667). Com- 
plainant alleges defendants’ local 
rates between Arizona points are ex- 
cessive, unjust and discriminatory 
against certain districts in the state; 
Nov 26, p 788. 

Audley Hill & Co vs Sou Ry (3376). 
Complainants allege they were charged 
20 cents on bananas from Charleston, 
s. -. to Augusta, Ga.; that rate 
should not have exceeded present rate 
of 15 cents: July 16, p 149. 

Bader Coal Co vs P R R et al (3481). 
Complainant alleges non-existence of 
through routes and joint rates on soft 
coal from Pennsylvania to New Eng- 
land points via Jersey City routes and 
prays for the establishment of the 
same; Sept 3, p 355. 

Baker Mer Co vs C & N W et al (3532). 
Complainant alleges rate on iron 
bridge material from Duluth, Minn., 
to Evansville, Ind., unreasonable: 
Sept 24, p 460. 
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Barker & Co vs Guif & SI et al (3485). 
Complainants allege unreasonable 
charges through misrouting carload 
of dressed lumber shipped from Lau- 
rel, Miss., to New Haven, Conn., Sept 
17, 1907: Sept 3, p 355. 

Barr Chemical Works vs P & R et al 
(3387). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged unreasonable rates on 
chemicals; July 23, p 185. 

Bascom-Porter Co vs A T & S F (3544). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
unreasonable rate of 16 cents on lum- 
ber from El Paso, Tex., to Las Cruces, 
N. M.; Oct 1, p 496. 

Baxter, G. S., & Co vs Ga Sou & Fla 
(3594). Complainant alleges rates on 
crossties from points in Georgia to 
Jacksonville, Fla., are excessive and 
unjust; Nov 12, p 698. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs La R & N et 
al (3370). Complainant alleges it was 
overcharged through misrouting and 
unjust assessment of demurrage on 
shipment of lumber from Whitford, 
Ala., to Maywood, Ill., Aug 11, 1906; 
July 16, p 149. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs Ill Cent et al 
(3455). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rate on lum- 
ber from Brilliant. Ala., to Clinton, 
Ia., reconsigned from Thebes, IIL; 
Aug 20, p 290. 

Benton, C. O., vs St L & S F et al (3353). 
Complainant alleges he was charged 
38 cents on oak fence posts from 
Mammoth Springs, Ark., to Grain- 
field, Kan.; that rate should not ex- 
ceed 30.5 cents; July 9, p 116. 

Berlin Machine Works vs B & O S W 
et al (3625). Complainant alleges it 
was charged excessive rate on one 
second-hand woodworking machine 
and parts from Loogootee, Ind., to 
Beloit, Wis., Sept 9, 1909: Nov 12, 


p 698. 

Blackwell Milling & Elevator Co vs A 
T & S #® (3675). Complainant al- 
leges it was charged unreasonable 
rates on shipments of bran from 
Blackwell, Okla., to Tyler, Tex.; Dec 
10, p 884. 

Blake, B. E., & Son Hardware Co vs 
B & O et al (3559). Complainant al- 
leges 65-cent rate on wrought iron 
pipe from Youngstown, O., to Liberal, 
Kan., unreasonable and discrimina- 
tory as compared with 61 cents to 
Texola, Okla., a more distant point; 
Oct 8, p 520. 

Blodgett Milling Co vs C M & St P et al 
(3517). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable rates on grain products from 
Janesville, Wis.; Sept 17, p 418. 

Blumenstein, Wm. H., vs. P & R et al 
(3407). Complainant alleges he has 
been charged excessive rates on ship- 
ments of kanite to Madisonville and 
Stearns, Ky., because carriers have 
treated the same, as high explosives; 
July 30, p 213. 

Board of Railroad Commissioners for 
the State of Kansas vs AT & § F 
et al (3405). Complainant alleges rate 
of 13.5 cents on salt from Kansas 
points to St. Louis, Mo., and East St. 
Louis, Il., is excessive; that rate 
should not exceed 7 cents; July 30, p 
213, 

Board of Railroad Commissioners for 
the State of Kansas vs Mo Pac et al 
(3535). Complainant alleges rates on 
flour from Kansas points to New Or- 
leans, La., since Jan, 1910, have been 
unreasonable; Sept 24, p 461. 

Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
State of South Dakota vs C M & St 
P et al (3570). Complainant alleges 
rates on grain from South Dakota 
points to Minneapolis, Minn., unrea- 
sonable: Oct 8, p 520. 

Board of Trade of the City of Chicago 
vs Atlantic City et al (3575). Com- 
plainant alleges discrimination against 
lake transportation in ex-lake rates 
on grain from Buffallo to the seaboard 
as compare with all-rail propor- 
tionals on same business; complaint 
in full (Oct 1, p 502) (Oct 15, p 550); 
Milwaukee chamber of commerce in- 
tervenes on behalf of complainant; 
Nov 12, p 684. 

Board of Trade of the City of 
Chicago vs A T & S F et al (3586). 
Complainant attacks new transit rules 
as impractical and preferential; com- 
plaint in full (Oct 15, p 539) (Nov 5, 
p 670): case dismissed and carriers 
agreeing to withdraw rules attacked 
_ and to restore those formerly in effect; 

Nov 26, p 786. 






Bollman, John, Co vs B & O et al 
(2598). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive rate on 12 fibroid 
trucks shipped from Ellsmere, Del., 
Be San Francisco, Cal.: Nov 12, p 
98. 

Bon Marche vs CRRof N J et al (3671). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
unreasonable rates on tinware, enam- 
eled ware, etc., from Newark, N. J., 
to Seattle, Wash., Dec 11, 1909; Nov 
26, p 788. 

Bookwalter Wheel Co vs Tenn Cent 
et al (3358). Complainant alleges 
exaction of switching charge of 6 
cents per cwt, on shipment of rough 
hickory rim strips from Fourteen Mile 
Switch, Tenn., to Miamisburg, O., 
was unjust; July 2, p 72. 

Bowser, 8S. F., & Co vs Pa Co et al 
(3494). Complainants allege rate of 
$2.60 on tanks from Fort Wayne, Ind., 
to San Francisco, Cal., excessive; 


Sept 17, p 418. 

Bowser, S. F., & Co vs P RR et al 
(3653). Complainants allege they have 
been charged excessive rates on L C 
L shipments of oil tanks, pumps and 
pipes between Fort Wayne, Ind., and 
various other points; Nov 12, p 699. 

Bradford-Kennedy Co vs Nor Pac et al 
(3427). Complainant alleges it ordered 
a 40-foot car, but agent of initial 
line furnished two smaller cars in- 
stead, assessing a 40,000 minimum on 
each of said smaller cars, which is al- 
leged to be unjust and unreasonable; 
Aug 6, p 238. 

Brantley, A. P., Co vs N E Nav et al 
(3424). Complainant alleges misde- 
livery of uncompressed sea island cot- 
ton from New Bedford, Mass.; that 
rate to Savannah, Ga., is 65 cents, 
while total charge in opposite direc- 
tion is only 38 cents and that rate 
from New Bedford to Savannah should 
not exceed 38 cents; Aug 6, p 238. 

Brook-Rauch Mill & Elevator Co vs St 
LIM & S et al (3560). Complainant 
alleges discrimination in the matter 
of furnishing cars for grain ship- 
ments to points on St L S W; Oct 8, 
p 520. 

Brook-Rauch Mill & Elevator Co vs 
St LIM & §S et al -(3574). Com- 
plainant alleges unreasonable and dis- 
criminatory rates from Omaha, Neb., 
to Arkansas points on grain and grain 
products; Nov 5, p 670. - 

Brown Bros Manufacturing Co vs C B 
& Q (3484). Complainant alleges rate 
of 80 cents on mechanics’ tools from 
Kansas City, Mo., to Chicago, IIl., 
unreasonable; Sept 3, p 355. 

Browne Grain Co vs Gulf Colo & S F 
et. al (3341). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 58.75 cents on snapped 
corn from Erath, La., to Miles, Tex., 
Dec 31, 1909; that said rate is unjust 
and unreasonable; July 2, p 72. 

Browne Grain Co vs Ft Worth & RG 
et al (3386). Complainant alleges it 
was charged umreasonable rate on 
corn husks from Alexander, La., to 
Brownwood, Tex., Oct 29, 1909; July 
23, p 185. 

Brunswick - Balke - Collender Co vs| 
Grand Trunk et al (3669). Complain- 
ant alleges it was overcharged on 
shipment of four crates of furniture 
stock, in the white, from Chicago, 
lll., to Toronto, Ont., Jan 19, 1910; 
Nov 26, p 788. 

Buffalo Hardwood Lumber Co vs B & O 
S W et al (3555). Complainant al- 
leges unreasonable charges on con- 
signment of lumber from Brevoort, 
Miss., to Cincinnati, O., reconsigned to 
Buffalo. N. Y.; Oct 8, p 520. 

Buffalo Oil Co vs C N O & T P et al 
(3426). Complainant alleges rate of 
36 cents on lubricating oil from Fay- 
ette, Ky., to Superior, Wis., unjust 
and unreasonable: Aug 6, p 238. 

Caddo & Choctow RRvsStLIMé€&S 
(3548). Complainant protests against 
action of defendant in canceling joint 
rate arrangements; Oct 8, p 520. (Tap 
Line Case.) 

Caldwell, W. E., Co vs CI & L et al 
(3471). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 34.5 cents on wooden tank 
material from Louisville, Ky., to 
Shawano, Wis., Aug 29, 1908: that 
rate should not have exceeded 26.5 
cents; Aug 27, p 324. 

Cameron, Wm., & Covs C B & Q et al 
(3683). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rates on lum- 
ber from Texas points to Omaha, 

Neb.; Dec 10, p 884. 









Cannon Manufacturing Co vs Sou Ry 
et al (3590). Complainant alleges it 
was compelled to pay excessive rates 
on common cotton towels from Con- 
cord and Kannapolis, N. C., to San 
Francisco, Cal.; Nov 12, p 699. 

Carlisle-Pennell Lumber Co vs Beau- 
mont & G N et al (3534). Complain- 
ant alleges assessment of unreason- 
able rates on lumber from Onalaska, 
Tex., to Lincoln, Omaha and South 
Omaha, Neb.; Sept 24, p 460. 

Carstens Packing Co vs Ore & Wash et 
al (3602). Complainant alleges that 
with the extension of the Ore & Wash 
line from Portland, Ore., Tacoma and 
Seattle, Wash., the old relationship 
befween live stock and fresh meats 
and packing house products rates was 
destroyed by reduction in rates on 
last two; that in order to successfully 
compete with Portland packers a re- 
duction in live stock rates will be 
necessary: Nov 12, p 699. 

Carstens Packing Co vs Nor Pac et 
al (3350). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive rates on live stock 
from Klamath Falls, Ore., through 
Weed, Cal., to Tacoma, Wash.; that 
rates charged were in excess of those 
quoted by defendants; July 9, p 116. 

Carstens Packing Co vs Sou Pac et al 
(3613). Complainant alleges it re- 
quested double-deck cars during April 
and May, 1910, but defendants fur- 
nished single deck and charged on 
single-deck basis; that it offered 
double decks of its own for movement 
to California, empty, with charge, but 
that defendants declined to handle the 
same; Nov 12, p 699. 

C & W Lumber Co vs Tallulah Falls et 
al (3673). Complainant alleges rate 
of 32.5 cents on lumber from Tiger, 
Ga., to Hoboken, N. J., Dee 10, 1909, 
unreasonable; Dec 10, p 884. 

Central Iron & Coal Co vs M K & T 
et al (3644). Complainant alleges 
combination rate assessed on iron ore 
from Orrs, Tex., to Holt, Ala., Jan, 
1908, to have been unjust; Nov 12, p 
699. ; 

Central Trust Co of Illinois, trustee, 
Agar Packing Co vs C RI & P (3643). 
Complainant alleges packing company 
was charged unreasonable rate of 
48.5 cents on tallow from Des Moines, 
Ia., to Wichita, Kan.; Nov 12, p 699. 

Century Manufacturing Co vs C H & D 
et al (3549). Complainant alleges it 
was charged $2.30 on an L C L ship- 
ment of buggy tops from Carthage, 
O., to Gueydon, La.; that rate should 
have been $1.805; Oct 1, p 495. 

Chamber of Commerce of the City of 
Milwaukee vs C M & St P et al 
(3502). Complainant alleges absence 
of joint through rates on grain from 
Chicago, Ill... via Milwaukee, Wis., to 


eastern points with usual transit 
privileges at latter point unduely 
prefers Chicago, inasmuch as there 


are such rates and privileges from 
Milwaukee via Chicago; Oct 8, p 521. 

Chattanooga Feed Co vs Ala G § et al 
(3417). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable rates on hay and grain from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to points on Ala 
G 8; July 30, p 213. 

Chestnut Lumber Co vs L & N et al 
(3619). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive rate on yellow pine 
from Brewton. Ala., to Drake, Pa., 
July 28, 1909: Nov 12, p 699. 

Chestnut Lumber Co vs L & N et al 
(3620). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged unreasonable rates on 
lumber from Florida points to Ten- 
nessee points; Nov 12, p 699. 

Chestnut Lumber Co vs L & WN et al 
(3672). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 28 cents on lumber from Mil- 
ton, Fla.. and Magazine, Ala., to Cam- 
den, Tenn.; that rate should not have 
exceeded 25 cents: Dec 10, p 884. 

Chestnut Lumber Co vs L & N et al 
(3692). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rate on pine 
lumber from Samson, Ala., to Murray, 
Ky., Dec 9, 1908; Dee 17. p 929. 

Chicago & Riverdale Lumber Co vs Chi 
& Erie et al (3664). Complainant al- 
leges it was charged 27.5 cents on. 
lumber from Chicago, Ill., to Yates- 
boro. Pa.. April 9, 1909: that rate 
should not have exceeded 20.5 cents; 
Nov 19, p 741. 

Clark & Boice Lumber Co vs Jefferson 

& N W et al (3658). Complainant al- 

leges it was charged unreasonable 

rates on lumber from North Jefferson, 
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Tex., to various American and Cana- 
dian points, including Omaha, Lincoln, 
Neb., Council Bluffs and Des Moines, 
Ia., between Aug 24, 1908, and Aug 1, 
1910; Nov 19, p 741. 

Clinton Bridge & Iron Works vs C B 
& Q (2537). Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable rates were charged on 
shipment of iron bridge material from 
Clinton, Ia., to St. Marys, O., May 29, 
1909: Sept 24, p 460. 

Clover Leaf Lumber Co vs La R & N 
et al (3401). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 18 cents on pine shingles 
from Ninock, La., to Kerrville, Tex., 
Dec 23, 1909; that rate should not 
have exceeded 13% cents; July 30, p 
213. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Assn vs A T & 
S F et al (3531). Complainant alleges 
rates on coal from Walsenburg district 
to points in Kansas, Nebraska, Mis- 
souri, Olahoma and Texas are un- 
just; Sept 24, p 460. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Assn vs Colo Mid 
et al (3556). Complainant alleges ex- 
cessive rates on coal from South 
Canon, Colo., to points in Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas 
and New Mexico, as compared with 
rates from Canon City, Colo.; that 
defendants have refused to establish 
joint through routes from South 
Canon; Oct 8, p 520. 

Colorado Tent & Awning Co vs B & M 
et al (3371). Complainant alleges it 
was charged $2.50 on LC L shipment 
of bleached cotton duck cloth, from 
Lowell. Mass., to Denver, Colo., Dec 
25, 1908; that rate should not have ex- 

ceeded $1.79; July 16, p 149. 

Columbus Iron Works vs Cent of Ga 
et al (3419). Complainant alleges 
through L C L rates on plow points, 
lays, wings and mold boards from 
Columbus, Ga., to stations on Tex & 
Pac exceeds combination of locals; 
July 30, p 213. 

Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia vs 
P RR et al (3530). Complainant alleges 
Philadelphia demurrage bureau re- 
fuses to allow it benefit of legal holi- 
days in the assessment of car service 
charges; Sept 24, p 460. 

Consolidated Water Power & Paper Co 
vs San P Los A & S L et al (3603). 
Complainant alleges overcharge on 
shipment of paper from Los Angeles, 
Cal., to Grand Rapids, Mich., through 
failure of defendants to forward ex- 
cess carload with original shipment; 
alleges that same went forward later 
and was assessed at regular carload 
minimum; Nov 12, p 699. 

Consolidation Coal Co vs B & O et al 
(8538). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rates on _ soft 
coal to Paso Robles, Cal.; Oct 1, p 495. 

Continental Bridge Co vs Ill Cent et al 
(3529). Complainant alleges excessive 
rates on iron bridge material from 
Peotone, Ill., to various points in Wis- 
consin; Sept 24, p 460. 

Cook, Simon. vs Wabash (3352), Com- 
plainant alleges he was charged $1.25 
per gross ton on scrap from Wolcotts- 
ville, Ind., to Fort Wayne, Ind., Nov 
1 and 2, 1909: that rate should not 
have exceeded present charge of 85 
cents: July 9, p 116. 

Corby Co, Inc, vs B & O (3490). Com- 
plainant alleges advance from 5 to 7 
cents on dried bean rate from Lang- 
“don, D. C., to Baltimore, Md., May 1, 
1910, to be unjust and unreasonable; 
Sept 3, p 355. 

Crabtree, C. J., vs O R & N et al (3635). 
Complainant alleges rate of 80 cents 
on onions from Walla Walla, Wash., 
to Salt Lake Citv. Utah, is unreason- 
able; Nov 12, p 700. 

Crescent Coal & Mining Co vs B & O 
(3489). Complainant alleges $50 de- 
murrage assessed on several cars of 
coal shipped to Chicago in July, un- 
just and unreasonable; Sept 3. p 355. 

Crescent Lumber Co vs M & O et al 
(3488). Complainant alleges assess- 
ment of excessive rate on carload of 
yellow pine from Eddy, Ala., to Cy- 
press, Ill., and reconsigned to Colum- 
bus, O. (dressed in transit at Me- 
ridian, Miss.); Aug 6, p 238. 

Crescent Lumber Co vs Mo Pac et al 
(3573). Complainant alleges over- 
charge on yellow pine from Stallo, 
Miss., to Council Bluffs, Ia.; Oct 15, 
page 550. 


Crittenden Railway vs St LIM &S§S 
et al (3524). Complainant alleges ac- 
tion of defendants canceling joint rate 













: Emery, Bird, Thayer Dry Goods Co vs 





arrangements unreasonable; Sept 17, 
p 418. (Tap Line Case.) 

Curtis Bros. & Co vs Sou Pac et al 
(3677). Complainant alleges assess- 
ment of unreasonable and discrimi- 
natory switching charges on its prod- 
ucts at Sisson, Cal.; Dec, 10, p 884. 


Davis Sewing Machine Co vs P CC & 
St L (3540). Complainant alleges rate 
of 42 cents on sewing machines from 
Dayton, O., to New York, N. Y., to 
be unjust; Oct 1, p 495. 

Dawson Bros. vs A T & S F et al (3480). 
Complainant alleges rate of 49 cents 
on potatoes from De Soto, Kan., to 
Ardmore, Okla., assessed on shipment 
made July 22, 1910, is unjust and un- 
reasonable; Sept 3, p 355. 

Decarie Incinerator Co vs Minn & St L 
et al (3398). Complainant alleges it 
was assessed excessive rate on struc- 
tural steel from Hopkins, Minn., to 
Sacramento, Cal., July 23, 1909; July 
23, p 185. 

Deitz, C. M., Lumber Co vs A T&S F 
et al (3553). Complainant alleges it 
was assessed unreasonable rate on 
shipment of yellow pine from Dear- 
born, Tex., to Upland, Neb., July 16, 
1907; Oct 8, p 521. 

Dells Paper & Pulp Co vs C & N W 
et al (3624). Complainant alleges that 
rate of 77.5 cents on news printing 
paper from Combined Locks, Wis., to 
Dallas, Tex., is unreasonable; Nov 12, 
p 700. 

Denver Laundry Machinery Co et al vs 
D & RG et al (3700). Complainant 
alleges it was charged unreasona- 
ble rates on merchandise from St. 
Louis, Mo., Chicago, Ill., and points 
intermediate and east to Denver, 
Colo.; Dec 17, p 929. 

Dorcheat Valley Ry vs La & Ark Ry 
(3551). Complainant protests against 
eancelation of joint through route ar- 
rangements with it by defendant; Oct 
8, p 521. (Tap Line Case.) 


East El Paso Fuel Co vs A T & S F 
et al (3686). Complainant alleges it 
was charged unreasonable switching 
rates at El Paso, Tex., for service 
from Santa Fe tracks to its warehouse 
onGH&S A; Dec 17, p 929. 

Eddy Lumber Co vs A T & S F et al 
(3508). Complainant alleges rate of 
87.5 cents on poles from Wittenberg, 
Wis., to Las Vegas, N. M., is un- 
reasonable; Sept 10, p 384. 

El] Dorado Oil Mills & Fertilizer Co vs 
CRI & P (3354). Complainant alleges 
it was charged 7.5 per cwt on acid 
phosphate and kainit from Ruston, 
La., to El Dorado, Ark.; that 50 cents 
per ton is a reasonable rate; Oct 8, 
p 521. 

Electric Malting Co vs C M & St P 
et al (3366). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 18 cents on malted barley 
from Minneapolis, Minn., to Grand 
Rapids, Mich., March, 28, 1910; that 
rate should not have exceeded 14.5 
cents; July 16, p 149. 

Electric Malting Co vs A T & §S F 
(3600). Complainant alleges that main- 
tenance of 65-cent rate on malted bar- 
ley from Minneapolis, Minn., to San 
Francisco, Los Angeles and Oakland, 
Cal., while a rate of 55 cens is main- 
tained on raw barley, corn, rye, oats 
and spelt, is unreasonable and an over- 
charge of 10 cents; Nov 12, p 700. 

Elk Cement & Lime Co et al vs B & O 
et al (3379). Complainants allege rates 
on cement from points in Michigan to 
points in C F A territory are unjust 
and unreasonable and unduly prefer 
competitors in the Lehigh Valley dis- 
trict: July 16. v 149, 

















C & N W et al (3362). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged excessive 
rates on shipments of furniture from 
various points to Kansas City, Mo.; 
July 9, p 116. 


Empsen Packing Co vs Colo Mid et al 
(3615). Complainant alleges rates on 
canned goods from Colorado points to 
California and North Pacific coast 
terminals are unjust and discriminate 


in favor of eastern canners; Nov 12, 
p 700. 


Fairmount Creamery Co vs AT& SF 
et al (3447). Complainant alleges as- 
sessment of excessive rates on fuel 
oil in tank cars from Sugar Creek, 
Mo., to Omaha, Crete and Grand 
Island, Neb.; that rates are 13, 19 and 
29.1 cents, respectively, and should 
not exceed 7 cents to Omaha and 
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Crete and 10 cents to Grand Island; 
Aug 6, p 238. 

Farmers’ Lumber Co vs Anderson & S R 
et al (3695). Complainant alleges it 
was charged unreasonable rate of 26.5 
cents on lumber from southern forest 
producing points to Omaha, Neb., be- 
tween Nov 1, 1908, and Aug 1, 1910; 
Dec 17, p 929. 

Federal Cigar Co vs Ill Term et al 
(3597). omplainant seeks reparation 
on shipment alleged to consist of glass 
jars used as cigar carriers which was 
billed as tobacco jars and charged ac- 
cordingly; Nov 12, p 700. 

Fleischer, S. B. & B. W., Inc, vs L H 
& St L et al (3483). Complainant al- 
leges rate of 84 cents assessed on 
L C L shipment of wool in sacks from 
Henderson, Ky., to Philadelphia, Pa., 
June 11, 1909, unjust; that rate should 
not have exceeded 50.5 cents; Sept 3, 


255. 

Florida Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ Pro- 
tective Assn vs A C L et al (1168). 
Commission allows. supplemental pe- 
tition asking for reduced rates on 
citrus fruits and vegetables from 
points on Florida East Coast line to 
Jacksonville, Fla., when for beyond; 
Dec 3, p 837. 

Florida Mercantile Agency vs P RR et al 
(3516). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable rates from Jersey City, N. J., 
to Jacksonville, Fia.; Sept 17, p 418. 

Follmer, C. C., vs L V_ (3338). Com- 
plainant alleges defendant, instead of 
forwarding two carloads of lumber to 
Astoria, N. Y., as per billing, held 
them on demurrage without authority; 
reparation therefor asked; July 2, p 
72. 

Follmer, C. C., & Co vs Bellingham Bay 
& BC et al (3617). Complainants al- 
lege they were charged excessive 
rates on shipment of shingles from 
Maple Falls, Wash., to Superior 
Docks, Wis., and reconsigned rail- 
and-water, but carried all-rail be- 
cause of close of navigation to Gas- 
port, N. Y.; Nov 12, p 700. 

Folimer, C. C., & Covs DSS & A et.al 
(3655). Complainants allege they were 
charged excessive rates on shingles 
from Mackinaw City, Mich., to Long 
Island City, N. Y.; Nov 12, p 700. 

Follmer & Co vs Can Pac et al (3688). 
Complainants allege they were charged 
unreasonable charges from Abbots- 
ford, B. C., to Menasha, Wis., and re- 
consigned to Rochester, N. Y.; Dec 17, 
p 929. 

Fort Scott Sorghum Syrup Co vs St L 
& S F (3684). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 32 cents on molasses 
from Fort Scott, Kan., to Rogers, 
Ark.: that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded 21° cents, the charge to Fort 
Smith, Ark., a more distant point on 
the same line; Nov 5, p 670. 

Foster Lumber Co vs C B & Q et al 
(3501). Complainant alleges that prior 
to Aug 25, 1908, rate on lumber from 
Fostoria, Keenan and Humble, Tex., 
to Omaha and Lincoln, Neb., was 25 
cents and to Des Moines, Ia., 27.5 
cents; that the Commission ordered 
that there should be a parity and that 
the carriers made all three rates 26.5 
cents: that rate should not exceed 25 
cents; Sept 10, p 384. 

Frankae Grain Co vs C M & St P (3472). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged unjust rate of 2.5 cents on 
corn from Milwaukee to Madison, 
Wis.; Aug 27, p 324. 

Franklin, Stiles & Franklin vs Sou Ry 
et al (3582). Complainants allege they 
were charged 47 cents on L C L ship- 
ments of eggs from Pulaski, Tenn., 
to Birmingham, Ala., between July 18 
and Aug 20, 1910; that rate should not 
exceed 36 cents, that in effect prior 
to time shipments moved; Nov 5, p 
671. 

Fremont Commercial Club vs C B & Q 
et al (3377). Complainant alleges 
rates on coal to Fremont, Neb., from 
southwestern Missouri, southeastern 
Kansas and Arkansas are unjust and 
excessive; July 16, p 149. 


Frost-Johnson Lumber Co vs C B & Q 
et al (3659). Complainant alleges it 
was charged excessive rate of 26.5 
cents on yellow pine from Arkansas, 
Louisiana and Texas mills to Omaha, 
South Omaha and Lincoln, Neb., and 
Des Moines and Council Bluffs, Ia., 
between Aug 24, 1908, and Aug 1, 1910; 
Dec 17, p 929. 
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ve St LIM & §S et al (3416). Com- 
plainants allege excessive rates on 
melons from various points to Min- 
neapolis, Minn.; July 30, p 213. 

Gamble-Robinson Fruit Co vs Nor Pac 
et al (3444). Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable rates on fruits from Cali- 
fornia points to Miles City, Mont.; 
Aug 6, p 239, 

Gamble-Robinson Fruit Co et al vs Nor 
Pac et al (3499). Complainants allege 
unreasonable rates on citrus and de- 
ciduous fruit from California points 
to Miles City, Mont., and Bismarck, 
N. D.; Sept 10, p 384. 

Gauger, John J..& Covs A T& SF 
et al (3670). Complainant alleges 
rates on lumber from Chicago, IIl., to 
aa noints are unreasonable; Dec. 

’ Pp. 

Georgia-Carolina Brick Co vs Sou Ry 
et al (3384). Complainant alleges that 
between Sept 10 and 13, 1908, it was 
charged $2.50 per 1,000 brick from Au- 
gusta, Ga., to Calhoun Falls, S. C.; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
that in effect via another route and 
since published by defendants, viz., 
$1.40; July 16, p 150. 

Germain Co vs A B A et al (3356). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
37c on lumber from Beach, Ga., to 
Greenville, Pa.. and that legal rate 
was 32 cents: July 2, p 72. 

Giles. H. S., & Co vs Sou Pac et al 
(3589). Complainants allege that rates 
shown in Trans-Cont Frt Bureau 
W B 4G, ICC No 919, are unjust and 
result in the destruction of the ad- 
vantages to which the Willamette 
valley cities are entitled by their 
geographical location; Nov 12, p 700. 

Gill, J. K., et alvs O R & N et al (3547). 
Complainants allege rates charged on 
manila paper filing folders from Chi- 
cago, Ill., Grand Rapids, Mich., etce., 
to Portland, Ore., have been unjust; 
Oct 1, p 495. 

Glencoe Lime & Cement Co vs M Pac 
(3546). Complainant alleges rates on 
soft coal from Illinois points to Glen- 
coe, Mo., excessive; Oct 1, p 495. 

Goedde, B.. Co vs St LIM & §S et al 
(3368). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 19.5 cents on lumber 
from Barnett, La., to East St. Louis, 
Tll., and that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded that in effect to St. Louis, 
Mo., viz., 18 cents; July 16, p 150. 

Goerres, Philip, Cooperage Co vs C M & 
St P et al (3557). Complainant alleges 
unreasonable charges on beer kegs 
from Milwaukee, Wis., to Sacramento, 
Cal.; Oct 8, vn 521. 

Goldenburg, Chas., vs Clyde S S Co 
(3393). Complainant alleges that he 
was unlawfully assessed with storage 
charges on rice shipped from Crow- 
ley, La., to Philadelphia, Pa.; that 
shipment was placed in warehouse 
without orders and contrary to rules; 
July 23. p 185. 

Golding Sons Co vs P & R et al (3577). 
Complainant alleges that defendant P 
& R_ quoted rate of 70 cents per ton 
on English ‘ball clay from Phila- 
delphia, Pa., to Trenton, N. J., but 
that charges were actually assessed 
on $1.30 basis; reparation asked; 
Nov 12, p 701. 

Goodman Manufacturing Co vs P R 
R et al (3476). Complainant alleges 
it has been overcharged on steel loco- 
motive tires from Burnham, Pa., to 
Chicago, Ill; that all-rail rate should 
not exceed 25 and _ ilake-and-rail, 
22.25c; Aug 27, p 324. 

Goodman Manufacturing Co vs P B & 
W et al (3645). Complainant alleges 
it has been charged 33 cents on iron 
ear wheels from Wilmington, Del., 
to Chicago, Ill.; that reasonable rate 
bt = not exceed 25 cents; Nov 12, 
p 701. 

Graham, G. L., vs CB & Q (3412). Com- 
plainant alleges he was charged 22 
cents on timothy seed from McVeigh, 
Ta., to St. Louis, Mo., Aug 23, 1909; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
17.5 cents; July 30, p 213. 

Graham Paper Co vs C & N W et al 
(3469). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 16 cents on paper from 
Wisconsin points to St. Louis, Mo., 
and that rate should not exceed 13 
cents; Aug 27, p 324. 
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(3380). Complainants allege rates on 
coal from Piper, Ala., to Grenada, 
Miss., are excessive; July 16, p 149. 

Haas, Albert, Lumber Co vs L & N 
et al (3618). Complainant alleges it 
was charged excessive rate of 36 
cents on lumber from Central Mills, 
Ala., to Grey’s Ferry -Station, Pa.; 
Nov 12, p 701. 

Hamilton, Chas. H., vs Amer Exp et al 
(3566). Complainant alleges mis- 
routing of baby’s folding crib from 
Chautauqua, N. Y., to Centreville, 
Pa., and assessment of higher charges 
through defendant’s refusal to route 
as requested by complainant; Oct 
15, p 550. 

Hastings, Samuel, Co vs St L & S F 
et al (3418). Complainant alleges 
minimum charged on hay from Hayti, 
Mo., to Paint Rock, Ark., Nov 9, 
1909, exceeded actual loading capacity 
of car; July 30, p 213. 

Henderson, W. K., Iron Works & Sup- 
ply Co vs Tex & Pac (3450). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged un- 
reasonable rates of 23 cents on sash 
weights from Shreveport, La., to 
Marshall, Tex., 42 miles, and 17.75 
cents on sash from Terrell, Tex., 
en te ante 157 miles; Aug 20, p 
290. 

Henry, George D., vs Eastern of N M 
et al (3601). Complainant alleges 
he was charged excessive rates on 
double deck shipments of sheep from 
Vaughn, N. M., to Tampa, Tex., and 
reeonsigned to Kiansas City, Mo.; 
Nov 12, p 701. 

Holland-Blow Stave Co vs A C L et al 
(3694). Complainant alleges rates on 
forest products from Decatur, Ala., to 
central, eastern, southeastern and 
gulf port markets are unjust and dis- 
criminatory as compared with rates 
from Memphis, Tenn., to the same 
points; Dec 17, p 930. 

Hood, A. B., vs Gt Nor (3488). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rates were 
charged on a carload of emigrant’s 
movables shipped from Portland, Ore., 
to Chester, Mont., March 22, 1910; 
Sept 3, p 355. 

Huerfano Coal Co vs D & R G et al 
(3562). Complainant alleges assess- 
ment of unreasonable rates on pea 
coal from McNally’s Mines, Colo., to 
Kinsley, Kan.; Nov 5 p 671. 

Huttig Manufacturing Co vs C B & Q 
et al (3626). Complainant alleges it 
was charged unreasonable rate of 
$1.34 on fir doors from Chehalis, 


Wash to Billings, Mont.; Nov 12, 
p 701. 

Hydraulic Press Brick Co vs T St L 
& W et al (3473). Complainant 


alleges it was charged 15.1 cents on 
brick from St. Louis, Mo., to Chicago, 
Til., Aug 29, 1908, and Dec 5, 1908; 
that shortly after shipments moved, 
defendants put in rate of 7 cents on 
enamel brick; that rate charged it 
was excessive; Aug 27, p 324. 

Ingham Lumber Co vs K C Sou et al 
(3533). Complainant alleges rates on 
yellow pine from Arkansas and Okla- 
homa points to Des Moines, Ia., be- 
tween Aug 25, 1908, and Aug 1, 1910, 
were unjust; Sept 24, p 460. 

International Salt Co of Mlinois vs F 
R R et al (3406). Complainant al- 
leges rate on salt from Retsof, N. 
Y., to Detroit, Mich., is unreasonable 
and should not exceed rate to Chi- 
cago, Tll.; July 30, p 214. 

International Salt Co of llinois vs 
Genesee & Wyo et al (3409). Com- 
plainant alleges rates on salt from 
Retsof, N. Y., to points in C F A 
territory are unreasonable and dis- 
criminatory in comparison with rates 
to Chicago, Ill. (July 30, p 214). Mor- 
ton Salt Company permitted to in- 
tervene on behalf of complainant; 
Dec 31, p 996. 

Iola Portland Cement Co vs A T & 
S F et al (3539). Complainant at- 
tacks advance of 5 cents in Port- 
land cement rates from Iola, Kan.; 
Oct 1, p 495. 

Jackson Lumber Co vs Sou Ry et al 
(3621). Complainant alleges’ that 
rate of 31.5 cents on lumber from 
Dixie, S. C., to Star City, W. Va., 
is unreasonable; Nov 12, p 701. 

Johnson & Wimsatt vs Tampa Nor 
et al (3622). Complainants allege 
they were charged unreasonable rates 
on lumber from Fivay Jct., Fla.. to 
Davis, W. Va., Sept 17, 1909; Nov 
12. p 701. 


(3359). 


in lumber rates 


Kalispell Lumber Co et al vs Gt Nor 
Complainants allege advance 
from Flathead 


County, Montana, to points in South 
Dakota, Nov 1 1907, to be excessive; 
July 9, p 116. 

Kansas City Transportation Bureau of 
the Commercial Club vs B & O et al 
(3415). Complainant alleges  de- 
fendants increased rates on _ live 
stock from Kansas City, Mo., to East 
St. Louis, Ili., to April 1, 1910, and 
that said increase was unjustifiable 
(July 30, p 214). Complaint in full; 
July 30, p 204. See also “Rate Ad- 
vances—Live Stock.”’ 

Kay, W. C., Co. vs D @& R G (3604). 
Complainant alleges that defendant 
used two cars for its own convenience, 
instead of one, on shipment of grain 
from Ogden, Utah, to Durango, 
Colo.; that demurrage and switching 
charges were assessed against both 
ears and that these charges would 
not have accrued had defendant fol- 
lowed shipper’s instructions; refund 
of said charges asked; Nov 12, p 701. 

Kaye & Carter Lumber Co vs Mo Pac 
et al (3636). Complainant alleges 
rate of 25% cents on cedar posts 
and poles from Scanlon, Minn., to 
Mankato, Kan., is unreasonable; Nov 
12, p 702. 

Kelley Commission Co vs Nor Exp 
et al (3633). Complainant alleges it 
was charged excessive rates on ship- 
ments of fruit from Walla Walla, 
Wash., to Great Falls, Mont.; Nov 
12, » 702. 

Kindel, Geo. J., vs Adams Express Co 
et al (3651). Complainant alleges 
that rates on spring beds, iron beds. 
brass beds, mattresses and bedding 
between Denver, Colo., Missouri river 
points, Chicago and Boston and New 
York, are excessive; Nov 12, p 702. 

Lambros, P. D., vs C M & St P et al 
(3482). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable rates on candy from Water- 


town, Wis., to Butte, Mont.; Sept 
3, vo 356. 

Laona & Nor R Rvs MStP&SS 
M~ (3518). Complainant attacks 
action of defendant in canceling 


through rate arrangements; Sept 17, 

(Tap Line Case.) 

Lee, A. &., Son’s Co vs S A L 
(3606). Complainant alleges defend- 
ant’s action in discontinuing absorp- 
tion of switching charges to non- 
competitive points has unjustly in- 
creased rates on fertilizer from com- 
plainant’s plant to non-competitive 
Carolina points; Nov 12, p 702. 

Leggett & Platt Spring Bed & Mfg 
Co vs Mo Pac (3383). Complainant 
alleges that 27-cent rate on plain wire 
from Waukegan, Ill., to Carthage, 
Mo.,.is unreasonable; July 16, p 150. 

Lesser-Goldman Co vs St LIM &S 
et al (3595). Complainant alleges 
retention of 3 cents concentration 
charge on cetton shipped in locally 
to concentration points and reshipped 
out on rate equal to through rate 
from point of origin to final destina- 
tion, plus aforesaid concentration 
charge, is illegal; Nov 12, p 702. 
Lindsay Bros vs . S & M S§S et al 
(3699). Complainant alleges it was 
overcharged on vehicles from EIlk- 
hart, Ind., to Milwaukee, Wis.; Dec 


17, p. 929. 
lord & Bushnell vs Miss Cent et al 
(3361). Complainants allege they 


were charged excessive rate of 27% 
cents on lumber from Sumrall, Miss., 
to Dayton, O., July 9, 1907; July 9, 


p 116. 
Louisiana Saw Mill Co, Ltd, vs La 
R & N et al (3461). Complainant 


alleges it was charged unreasonable 
rate of 34 cents on yellow pine from 
Whitford, La., to Canton, Okla., 
about Oct 10, 1908; Aug 20, p 2990. 
Louisiana Ry vs La & Ark et al (3552). 
Complainant protests against action 
of defendants in canceling joint 
through route arrangements with it; 
Oct. 8, p. 521. (Tap Line Case.) 
Ludovici-Celadon Co vs Mo Pac, et al 
(3587). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 16.5 cents on roofing tile 
from Coffeyville, Kan., to Omaha, 
Neb.; that rate should not exceed 
9.5 cents; Nov 12, p 702. 
Ludovici-Celadon Co vs Chi Term 
Transf et al (3647). Complainant al- 
leges it was charged excessive rates 
on carload of roofing tile, felt, wire 
and nails, from Chicago Heights, Il, 
to Laurel, Miss.; Nov 12, p 702. 
Mahaffey Co vs C & N W et al (3375). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged excessive rates on cabbage 
from Geneva Jct., Wis., to Pensacola, 
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Fla., and from Richmond, IIL, to 
Baton Rouge, La.; July 16, p* 150. 
Manufacturers’ Freight Department, 
Rockingham, N. C., vs S A L et al 
(3399). Complainant alleges absence 
of joint rates and through routes on 
cotton piece goods from Rockingham, 
N. C., to local South Carolina sta- 
tions on the A C L; July 30, p 214. 
Marion Coal Co vs D L & W. (3592). 
Complainant alleges defendant vio- 
lates the spirit of the fourth section of 
the Act; that defendant owns the 
stock of the D L & W Coal Co and 
subjects the complainant to unjust 
— of competition; Nov 12, p 
Marion Guano Co vs C C C @ St L 
et al (3704). Complainant alleges 
it was charged excessive rates on 
dried blood from Chicago, Ill., to 
Marion, S. C., Oct 29,-1910; Dec 17, 

p 930. 

Marbury & Speer Lumber Co vs A B 
& A et al (3670). Complainant alleges 
refusal of carriers to route car of 
company material as directed, result- 
ing in excessive rates and cancelation 
of sale; Dec 10, p 885. 

Mattison, Cyrus C., vs P R R (3451), 
Complainant protests against action 
of defendant in abandoning Fark 
Manor, Ill., station; Aug 13, p 264. 

McCord Mercantile Co vs A T&S F 
et al (3565). Complainant alleges ex- 
cessive rates on canned goods from 
ge Utah, to Lamar, Colo.; Oct 15, 


p 550. 

McGregor-Noe Hardware Co vs St L & 
S F (3507). Complainant alleges hard- 
ware rates from Springfield, Mo., to 
points in Kansas, Missouri and Ar- 
kansas are unjust as compared with 
rates in effect prior to Nov 9, 1909; 
Sept 10, p 384. 

Medford Traffic Bureau vs Sou Pac 
(3446). Complainant alleges rates 
from Medford, Ore., to California 
points are unjust and unduly discrim- 
inatory in favor of Portland, Ore., 
and Sacramento, Cal.; Aug 6, p 239. 

Medford Traffic Bureau vs Sou Pac 
(3628). Complainant alleges rates 
from San Francisco, Cal., to Med- 
ford, Ore., are higher than rates from 
San Francisco to points north of Med- 
ford, exclusive of Portland, Ore.; that 
such rates are unjust and discrimi- 
natory; Nov 12, p 702. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al vs St 
L & S F et al (3663). Complainants 
allege that rates on rough ribbed and 
plate glass from St. Louis, Valley 
Park and Crystal City, Mo., to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., are unjust and unduly 
favor Louisville, Ky., Cincinnati, O., 
Chicago, Ill., and Richmond, Va.; 
Nov 19, p 741. : 

Menefee Bros vs Tex & N O et al (3515). 
Complainant alleges rate of 26.5 cents 
on yellow lumber, Clevenger, Tex., to 
North Fort Worth, Tex., and recon- 
signed to Omaha, Neb., to be unrea- 
sonable; Sept 17, p 418. 

Menefee Bros vs Roosevelt & W et al 
(3676). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable charges were assessed on 
cypress shingles from Lynchville, La., 
to Fort Worth, Tex., and reconsigned 
to Bowmarton, Tex.; Dec 10, p 885. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Assn of 
Baltimore et al vs A C L et al (3568). 
Complainant alleges defendants have 
assessed minimum of 4,000 pounds, 
first class, on L C L shipments of 
iron girders, etc., from Baltimore, 
Md., to Carolina points. instead of 
actual weight and rate; Oct 15, p 551. 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock vs Mo Pac et al (3648). Com- 
plainant alleges that rate of 19 cents 
on petroleum from Coffeyville, Kan.. 
to Memphis, Tenn., 23 cents to Fort 
Smith, Ark., and 27 to Little Rock 
and Pine Bluff, Ark., is discrimina- 
tory and unreasonable; Nov 12, p 702. 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory vs Vicks S 
& FP et al (3579). Complainant alleges 
rates on commercial fertilizer from 
Shreveport, La., to points on C RI & 
P in Arkansas are unreasonable; Nov 
12, p 703. 

Meridian Lumber Co vs Vicks S & P et 
al (3614). Complainant alleges rates 
on commercial fertilizer from Shreve- 
port, La., to Hamburg and Crossett, 
Ark., are unjust in comparison with 
rates from Memphis, Tenn., to same 
points; Nov 12, p 703. 


Michigan Manufacturers’ Assn et al vs 
Pere M et al <3652). Complainants 
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allege uniform code of demurrage 
rules is unjust and unreasonable; 
Nov 12, p 703. 

Milburn Wagon Co vs LS &M S&S et al 
(3478). Complainant alleges it ordered 
36-foot car for shipment of wagons 
from Toledo, O., to Smithville, Tex., 
July 14, 1910; that 45-foot car was 
furnished ‘and rates assessed on ba- 
sis of larger minimum; that minimum 
on 36-foot car should have applied; 
reparation asked; Sept 3, p 356. 

Miller, Albert, & CovsG H&S A et al 
(3408). Complainant alleges assess- 
ment of unreasonable weight on car- 
load of potatoes shipped on June 39, 
1909, from Cane Brake, Tex., to St. 
Louis, Mo., and diverted thence to 
Fort Wayne, Ind.; July 30, p 214. 

Miller, Albert, & Co vs Tex & Pac et 
al (3479). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable charges on shipment from 
Ida, La., to St. Louis, Mo., recon- 
signed to Chicago, Ill.; Sept 3, p 356. 

Miller, Albert, & Co vs Pere M (3689). 
Complainant alleges it was over- 
charged in weight on shipment of hay 
from Newark, Mich., to Chicago, IIl.; 
Dec 17, p 930. 

Miller, E. 8., & Co vs Grand Trunk et 
al (3491). Complainants allege that 
between Aug 20, 1909, and Jan 7, 1910, 
they were charged 73 cents on chic- 
ory from Port Huron, Mich., to New 
Orleans, La.; that prior and subse- 
quent to that period rate was, and is, 
43 cents; reparation asked on this 
basis for shipments moving under 73- 
cent rate; Sept 3, p 356. 

Miller, J. G., vs Trinity & B V et al 
(3404). Complainant alleges that rate 
of 74 cents on track bolts from Fort 
Worth, Tex., to Port Barre, La., is 
unreasonable; July 30, p 214. 

Milwaukee-Waukesha Brewing Co vs C 
& N W (3374). Complainant alleges 
it has been charged unreasonable and 
discriminatory rates on empty beer 
packages, returned, from Chicago, IIl., 
to Waukesha, Wis.; July 16, p 150. 

Milwaukee-Waukesha Brewing Co vs C 
& N W (3697). Complainant alleges 


it was charged 6 cents on beer from; 


Waukesha, Wis., to Chicago, [IIl.: 
that rate should not have exceeded 5 
cents; Dec 17, p 930. 

Missouri & Illinois Coal Co vs Ill Cent 
(3690). Complainant prays for recov- 
ery of $20,000 damages for loss and 
inconvenience due to defendant’s em- 
bargo on coal issued Nov 12, 1910; 
Dec 17, p 930. 

Moore, Wm. E., vs N Y & Long Branch 
(3701). Complainant asks that de- 
fendant be required to refund amount 
paid for duplicate of 50-trip season 
ticket between North Ashbury Park 
Station, N. J., and New York, N. Y., 
to replace one lost. less coupons used 
in old book; Dec 17. p 930. 

Murphy Bros vs N Y C & H R (3615). 
Complainant asks refund of track stor- 
age charges alleged to have accrued 
through refusal of defendant to allow 
additional free time when weather 
conditions prevented unloading of 
freight; Nov 12, p 703. 

Muse Bros & Co vs C RI & P (3498). 
Complainants allege they were charged 
$1.02 on an IL. C L shipment of cotton 
fabrics from Memphis, Tenn., to Junc- 
tion City. Ark., Aug 27, 1908; that 
rate should not have exceeded 58 
cents; Sept 10, p 384. 

National League of Commission Mer- 
chants vs A C L et al (3378). Com- 
plainant alleges that rates, C L and 
LC L, on vegetables from Charles- 
ton, 8. C., to Buffalo, N. Y., and Pitts- 
burg, Pa., are unjust, unreasonable 
and discriminatory; July 16. p 150. 


“National Pole Co vs C & N W et al 


(3637). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rates on cedar 
poles from Escanaba, Mich., to De 
Quincy, La.., stopped for partial un- 
loading at Bon Ami, La.; and from 
Itasca, Wis., to Dallas, Tex.: Nov 12, 


p 703. 

National Refining Co vs C CC & St L 
(3528). Complainant alleges rate of 
13.5 cents on crude petroleum oil from 
Fiat Rock, Iil.. to Findlay, O., to be 
excessive; Sept 24, p 460. 

Nevada-California Power Co vs Sou 
Pac (3569). Complainant alleges it 
was charged $3.71 on dynamite from 
Hercules, Cal., to Laws, Cal.; that 
legal rate was $2.71; Oct 15, p 551. 

New Orleans Board of Tfade vs Ala G 


S et al (3505). Complainant alleges 
rates on hay from C F A points to 
New Orleans, La., excessive in com- 
parison with rates charged prior to 
Feb 20, 1910 (Sept 10, p 384). S. Bash 
& Co of Fort Wayne, Ind., permitted 
to file intervening petition on behalf 
of complainant; Nov 12, p 708. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs T St L & W et al 
(3336). Complainant alleges class rate 
of 21.5 cents collected on coiled elm 
hoops from Marion, Ind., to Sheboy- 
gan, Wis., on Jan 30, 1907, was unrea- 
sonable for the service rendered: 
July 2, p 72. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs St L S W et al 
(3557). Complainant alleges he was 
charged 36 cents on shipment of 
coiled elm hoops from Bell City, Mo., 
to Jacksonville, Fla; that rate should 
have been 31 cents; July 2, p 72. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs M D & V et al 
(3369). Complainant alleges he was 
assessed unreasonable charges on 
shipment of staves from Hickman, 
Del., to Cortland, N. Y., March 24, 
1909; July 16, p 150. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs B & O (3541). Com- 
plainant alleges hé was charged 27 
cents on white ash beating from 
Napanee, Ind., to Dyersville, Ia., 
Feb 26, 1910; that rate should not 
have exceeded 16 cents; Oct 1, p 496. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs Jonesboro L C & E 
et al (3542). Complainant alleges he 
was charged excessive rates on staves 
from Monette, Bement, Ill, Dec 8, 
1909; Oct 1, p 496. 

Noble, Wm. K., vs Wabash et al (3623) 
Complainant alleges he was charged 
28.5 cents on coiled elm hoops from 
Wakarusa, Ind., to Hallwood, Va., 
July 12, 1909; that proper rate was 
24 cents; Nov 12, p 703. 

Norcross Bros vs N Y NH & H et al 
(3503). Complainants allege they were 
assessed rates of 22 and 27 cents on 
building marble from Providence, R. 
I, to Washington, D. C.; that rates 
should not have exceeded 16 cents; 
Sept 10, p 384. 

Norman Lumber Co et al vs L & N et 
al (3388). Complainants allege rates 
on lumber from southern points to 
Louisville, Ky., are unreasonable and 
that rates to St. Louis and points 
north of the Ohio river are likewise 
unjust; July 23, p 185. 

North Casket Co vs C C C & St L et 
al (3550). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 86 cents on L C L ship- 
ments of iron grave vaults from 
Springfield, O., to Fond du Lac, Wis.; 
that rate should not exceed 71 cents; 
Oct 1, p 496. 

Northern California Lumber Co vs Sou 
Pac (3509). Complainant alleges ex- 
cessive rate on fir lumber from Eu- 
gone. Ore., to Hilt, Cal.; Sept 10, p 

Northwestern Traffic Bureau vs M St P 
& SS M (3453). Complainant alleges 
assessment of unreasonable rate on 
mustard seed from Kulen, N. D., to 
Minneapolis, Minn., about Sept 10, 
1909; Aug 20, p 290. 

Ohio Face Brick Traffic Assn vs Adams 
Express Co et al (3495). Complainant 
alleges rates charged for sample 
bricks are excessive and unreason- 
able; Sept 17, p 418. 

Old Dominion Copper Mining & Smelt- 
ing Co vs Nor Ohio et al (2956). Com- 
plainant allowed to increase number 
of defendants; Dec 17. p 890. 

Ontario Iron CovsN YC & HR et al 
(3689). Complainant alleges rate of 
$1.90 per gross ton on iron ore from 
Lakeside, N. Y., to Earlston, Pa., is 
unreasonable and should not exceed 
$1.20; Dec 17, p 930. 

Oregon & Washington Lumber Manu- 
facturers’ Assn vs Sou Pac (3564). 
Complainant attacks advance in lum- 
ber rates from Willamette Valley to 
California; complaint in full (Oct 8, 
p 506); Oct 15, p 551. 

Oshkosh Traffic Assn et alvs C & N W 
et al (3638). Complainants allege un- 
just discrimination through refusal of 
defendants to establish joint rates on 
sash, doors, blinds, molding. etc., 
from Wisconsin to C F A points; 
Nov 12, p 703. 

Oster Bros vs M La & Tex et al (3437). 
Complainants allege they shipped a 
two-horse freight wagon, properly 
crated, from New Orleans, La., to 
Cincinnati, Tex., about Sept 11, 1909; 
that shipment was uncrated in tran- 
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Complaints—Oster 
sit and uncrated rates charged at 
ee reparation asked; Aug 6, 
Pp > 

Ottoe Preserving Co vs Mo Pac et al 
(3468). Complainant alleges it was 
overcharged on shipment of canned 
goods from Nebraska City, Neb., to 
Roswell, N. M., Nov, 1908; Aug 27, 
p 324. 

Overly, Geo. W., vs Adams Express Co 
(3696). Complainant alleges he was 
charged unreasonable rate on one jack 
from Belfiour, Mo., to McCune, Kan., 
Feb 5, 1909; Dec 17, p 920. 

Ozark Cooperage & Lumber Co vs St 
L & S F et al (3411). Complainant 
alleges unreasonable rates on barrel 
material from Truman and Black 
Rock, Ark., to Brownsville, Tex.; July 
30, p 214. 

Paducah Cooperage Co vs Ill Cent 
(3702). Complainant alleges it was 
overcharged on shipments of iron 
barrels from Paducah, Ky., to New 
Orleans, La.; Dec 17, p 930. 

Paraffine Paint Co vs Sou Pac et al 
(3487). Complainant alleges rate of 
$1.66 assessed on roofing and roof 
coating and roofing cement from Par- 
affine, Cal., to Lewiston, Mont., March 
29, 1910, unjust and unreasonable; 
Sept 3, p 356. 

Paragould & M Ry vs St LIM€&S 
(3493). Complainant protests against 
action of defendant in canceling joint 
rate arrangements; Sept 17, p 419. 
(Tap Line Case.) 

Paragould & M Ry vs St L S W et al 
(3511). Complainant attacks cancela- 
tion of joint rate arrangements by 
defendants; Sept 17, p 419. (Tap Line 
Case.) 

Pate, R. E.; vs C & N W et al (3436). 
Complainant alleges assessment of 
unreasonable minimum weights on 
shipment of iron bedsteads and parts 
from Chicago, Ill., to Denver, Colo., 
one car having been ordered and two 
smaller ones furnished in lieu thereof; 
Aug 6, p 239. 

Phoenix Furniture Co vs C & N W 
(3506). Complainant alleges unrea- 
sonable rate was assessed on stove 
furniture from Eau Claire, Wis., to 
Oakes, N. D., Aug 14, 1908; Sept 10, 
p 385, 

Pierce, Geo. E., vs P & L E et al (3705). 
Complainant alleges that between 
July 7, 1909, and March 20, 1910, de- 
fendant maintained an excessive rate 
of $1.30 per net ton on bituminous 
coal from Pennsylvania points to N Y 
C tracks at Buffalo, N. Y.; Dee 17, 
p 930. 

Pons, F. J., vs S A L (3463). Complain- 
ant alleges he was assessed unrea- 
sonable rate for the transportation of 
two horses from Columbia, S. C., to 
Jacksonville, Fla., Oct 28, 1909; Aug 
20, p 290. 

Portland Lumber Co et al vs OR &WN 
et al (3646). Complainant alleges 
rates from Portland, Ore., to points 
in Idaho, Montana and Utah are un- 
just and unreasonable; Nov 12, p 703. 

Prescott & NWetalvsSLIM€&S 
et al (3512). Complainant protests 
against action of defendants in can- 
celing joint rate arrangements; Sept 
17, p 419. (Tap Line Case.) 


Radinsky, A. D., vs O S L et al (3504). 
Complainant alleges rate of $9.60 per 
ton on junk from Hanna, Wyo., to 
Salt Lake City, Utah, unreasonable; 
that rate of $5 was quoted; Sept 10, 


p 385. 

Railroad Commission of Arkansas vs St 
LIM & §S (3390). Complainant al- 
leges defendant discriminates in the 
matter of switching charge cars at 
Fort Worth, Ark., and that it acts 
arbitrarily in its acceptance of inter- 
state shipments on public team 
tracks, particularly at Little Rock, 
Ark.; July 23, p 185. 

Railroad Commission of Oregon vs Sou 
Pac et al (3342). Complainant alleges 
that L C L rates as advanced in 
Trans-Cont W B Trf 4G, March 22, 
1910, are unjust, unreasonable and 
excessive; July 2, p 73. 

Ralston Purina Co vs M & O et al 
(3526). Complainant alleges it has been 
charged excessive rates on shipments 
of seed from St. Louis, Mo., to va- 
rious points; Sept 24, p 460. 

Rapides Lumber Co vs Woodworth & 

La Cent et al (3656). Complainant 

alleges it was forced to pay 26.5 cents 

on yellow pine lumber from Wood- 
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worth, La., to Lincoln, Neb., and Des 
Moines, Ia., from Aug 25, 1908, to 
Aug 1, 1910; that rate should not 
have exceeded 25 cents; Nov 19, p 741. 

Red River & Gulf R R CovsC RI & 
P et al (3514). Complainant attacks 
action of defendants in canceling 
through route and joint rate arrange- 
ments; Sept 17, p 419. (Tap Line 
Case.) 

Rehberg. Amos, & Co vs Norf & West 
et al (3382). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged excessive rates on shoes 
from Portsmouth, O., to Janesville, 
Wis.; July 16, p 150. 

Reynolds, R. J., Tobacco Co vs Sou 
Exp Co et al (3492). Complainant al- 
leges rates as fixed by graduate scale 
unjust and excessive (Sept 3, p 356); 
Sept 17, p 417. 

Richards, G. R., vs Nor Pac et al (3630). 
Complainant alleges he was _ over- 
charged in weight on hay from Brain- 
erd, Minn., to Tampa, Fla.; Nov 12, 


p 703. 

Richardson Lubricating Co vs StL & S&S 
F et al (3402). Complainant alleges 
it has been charged 24 cents on petro- 
leum and products from Oklahoma 
points to Quincy, Ill.; that Bast St. 
Louis basis—viz., 19 cents—should 
apply; July 30, p 214. 

Richardson Shoe Co vs NYNH & H 
et al (3367). Complainant alleges 
overcharge through misrouting L C 
L shipment of scrap leather from 
Brockton, Mass., to Menominee, Mich., 
Sept 23, 1909; July 16, p 150. 

Riverside Mills vs Charleston & W C et 
al (3403). Complainants allege that 
demurrage charge of $1 per car per 
day for cars held beyond the free 
time allowed is unjust and unreason- 
able; July 30, p 214. 

Riverside Mills vs Georgia R R et al 
(3578). Complainants allege over- 
charge on shipment of waste from 
Augusta, Ga., to Tonopah, Nev.; 
Nov 12, p 703. 

Roberts Cotton Oil Co vs Til Cent et al 
(3394). Complainant alleges rate of 
14 cents on cottonseed oil from Cairo, | 
Ill., to Louisville, Ky., is unjust and | 
should not exceed 10 cents; July 2.) 
p 185. i 

Robertson Paper Co vs B & M et al' 
(3522). Complainant alleges rate of 
44 cents on manilla wrapping paper 
from Bellows Falls, Vt., to Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., May 9, 1908, was un- 
redsonable; that rate should not have 
exceeded 36 cents; Sept 17, p 419. 

Robinson & Co et al vs La West et al 
(3363). Complainants allege they 
have been charged excessive rates 
and thereby have been put at a dis- 
advantage in marketing their goods; 
July 9, p 117. 

Roden, B F. vs Ala Gt Sou (3605). 
Complainant alleges illegal assess- 
ment of demurrage charges on ship- 
ment of canned tomatoes from 
Troutville, Va., to Birmingham, Ala.; 
Nov 12, p 704. 

Roseborough, J E, vs Pac Exp €o0 
(3470). Complainant alleges rate of 
live and dressed poultry from Bates- 
ville, Ark., to t. Louis, Mo., is 
$1.25 and $1 to Memphis, Tenn.; that 
rate on live poultry should be higher 
than on dressed; just and reasonable 
rates prayed for; Aug 27, p 324. 

Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co vs St L I 
M & S et al (3607). Complainant al- 
leges it was charged unreasonable 
rates on yellow pine from _ Doyles- 
town, Ark., to Fort Worth, Tex., and 
on box shooks from Pine Bluff, Ark., 
to Fort Worth, Tex.; Nov 12, p 704. 

Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co vs St LI 
M &S et al (3608). Complainant al- 
leges rate of 14 cents on yellow pine 
and products between Pine Bluff, 
Ark., and Memphis, Tenn., is unjust, 
unreasonable and discriminatory; 
Nov 12, p 704. 

Secattergood, S F, Philadelphia, Pa, vs 
FRR et al (3441). Complainants al- 
lege defendants are owners of the 
Keystone Elevator and unduly pre- 
fer the operators of said elevator; 
(Aug 6, p 239.) Denial made by de- 
fendants to charges of discrimina- 
tion; Sept 17, p 425. 

Schening, W J, vs L & N (3449). Com- 
plainant alleges he was charged un- 
reasonable rate on shipment from 
East St Louis, Ill., to Cullman, Ala.. 
June 29, 1910; Aug 13, p 264. 

Schlitz Brewing Co vsC M & St P et al 
(3681). Complainant allege? it was 
overcharged on beer from Milwaukee, 





Wis., to Denver, Colo., Feb, 1909; 
Dec 10, p 885. 

Schlitz, Jos., Brewing Co vs C & N W 
(3697). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rates on empty 
beer kegs returned from Omaha, 
~~ to Milwaukee, Wis.; Dec 17, 
p 930. 

Schultz, Geo. A., Covs CM & St Petal 
(3486). Complainant alleges defend- 
ants charged excessive rates on wood 
pulp cartons from Milwaukee, Wis., 
to Spokane, Wash., May 12, 1909; 
Sept 3, p 356. 

Scudder, Raymond L, vs Tex & Pac et 
al (3521). Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable rates on sugar from New 
Orleans, La., to Sioux City, Ia., Jan, 
1910; Sept 17, p 419. 

Shaffer, J C, Co vs C RI & P (3609). 
Complainant alleges that defendant 
misdelivered a car of wheat; that in 
sending another car to complainant, 
there was a shortage; that complain- 
ant was compelled to go into the open 
market and purchase another car 
equal in grade and weight to that 
first delivered the defendant; repara- 
tion asked; Nov 12, p 704. 

Sheldon, G W, & CovsN YC &StL 
et al (3691). Complainant alleges it 
was overcharged on 230 packages of 
merchandise shipped from Chicago, 
Ill., to New York, N. Y., about Nov 
20, 1908; Dec 17, p 931. 

Shoemaker, Wm D, vs C & P Tele- 
phone Co (3596). Complainant, resi- 
dent of Cumberland, Montgomery 
county, Md., alleges defendant re- 
fuses to give him unlimited service 
at rates furnished other persons in 
the immediate vicinity (Nov 12, p 
704); Oct 15, 549. 

Sidway Mercantile Co vs L S & MS 
(3496). Complainant alleges rate as- 
sessed on children’s folding go-carts, 
K D, in pulpboard cartons, viz., $2,625, 
unreasonable to the extent it exceed- 
ed 87.5 cents; Sept 10, p 385. 

Sigel Champion Live Stock Commis- 
sion Co vs O R & N et al (3585). 
Complainant alleges rate of 97.5 cents 
on sheep in double-deck cars from 
Shaniko, Ore., to Kansas City, Mo., is 
unreasonable; Nov 12, p 704. 

Signor, Geo W, Tie Co vs Inter & GN 
et al (3510). Complainant alleges ex- 
cessive rates on hewn oak ties from 
points in Arkansas and Louisiana to 
points in Texas; Sept 17, p 419. 

Simpson Fruit Co vs Wells, Fargo & 
Co (3460). Complainant alleges it 
was charged excessive rates on car- 
load of eggs from Kansas City, Mo.., 
to Los Angeles, Cal., Jan 15, 1909; 
Aug. 20, p 290. 

Sinclair, T M, vs C M & St P et al 
(3467). Complainant alleges rates on 
meats from Cedar Rapids, Ia., to 
eastern cities are unjust and unrea- 
sonable and unduly discriminatory 
in comparison with rates from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to the same destinations; 
Aug 27, p 325. 

Smith, C D, Drug Co vs Mo Pac (3661). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
excessive rates on merchandise be- 
tween Mississippi river crossings and 
St Joseph, Mo., between Aug 25 and 
Nov 10, 1908; Dec 3, p 839. 

Sonneland, A, vs Mo Pac et al (3588). 
Complainant alleges he was charged 
44.5 cents on emigrants’ movables 
from Harlan, Ia., to Ordway, Colo.; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
42.5 cents; Nov 12, p 704. 

South Atlantic Waste Co vs Sou Ry 
et al (3649). Complainant alleges 
rates from Charlotte, N. C., to New 
York, N. Y., are unreasonable and 
discriminate in favor of Augusta, 
Ga.; Nov 12, p 704. 

Southern Bitulithic CovsC NO&TF 
et al (3425). Complainant alleges 
rate of 24 cents on pitch in tank cars 
from Carthage, O., to Birmingham, 
Ala., is unjust and unreasonable; 
Aug 6, p 239. 

Southern Cotton Oil Co vs S A L et al 
(3654). Complainant alleges rates on 
crude cottén seed oil from Georgia 
and Alabama points to Savannah, 
Ga., for refining, thence reconsigned 
to points in New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania, are unjust; Nov 12, 704. 

Southern Iron & Equipment Co vs L & 
N et al (3445). Complainant alleges 
rates on locomotives, dead or on 
wheels, from Pittsburg, Pa., to At- 
lanta, Ga., are unjust and in excess 
of the combination of locals; Aug 6, 


239. 
Sduthern Pine Lumber Co vs C B & Q 
et al (3657). Complainant alleges it 
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Stacey, E F 


State of Iowa et al vs N 


Sterling, W C, & Son vs Mich Cent et 


Stillburn Mills vs N Y NH & H (3414). 


Stockbridge Elevator Co vs CH &D 


Sunderland Bros vs M K & FT @ al 


Sunderland bros vs C B & Q et al 


was charged unreasonable rates on 
lumber from Diboll, Tex., to Lincoln, 
Omaha, South Omaha, and Univer- 
sity Place, Neb., and Des Moines and 
Council Bluffs, Ia.; Nov 19, p 741. 


Southwestern Produce Distributors vs 


Wabash (3583). Complainant alleges 
defendant has discriminated against 
it by setting out for exclusive use of 
a competitor a large portion of its 
freight house and has refused to give 
complainant similar facilities at St. 
Louis, Mo., for its fruit shipments; 
Nov 12, D. 705. 

& Sons vs C B & Q etal 
(3391). Complainants allege they 
were charged unreasonable rate of 
47.7 cents on tomatoes from Hum- 
boldt, Trenton, Fruitland and Jack- 
son, Tenn., to Minneapolis, Minn., 
one July, 1909 and 1908; July 23, 


Pp ; 
Standard Gilsonite & Asphaltum Co vs 


Uintah Ry (3389). Complainant al- 
leges that rate of 40 cents on gilson- 
ite, wares and merchandise between 
Mack and Dragon, Colo., is unrea- 
sonable and should not exceed 206 
cents; July 23, p 186. 


Standard Oil Co vs Ind Sou et al (3355). 


Complainant alleges it was charged 
10.5 cents on various shipments of 
crude oil in tank cars during the lat- 
ter part of 1908 from Stoy, Ill, to 
Yorktown, Portville and Noblesville. 
Ind.; that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded 19 cents, the present charge; 
July*2, p 73. 


Standard Oil Co vs Chi Term Trans D 


et al (3523). Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable rates on refined oil in tank 


are var +t ed 1905, 1906 and 1907; Sept 


Standard Oil Co vs B & O et al (3706). 


Complainant alleges it was charged 
unreasonable rates on gasoline and 
petroleum refined products shipped in 
tank cars from Whiting, Ind., to 
Whupaca, Wis., between Dec, 1908, 
and Feb, 1910; Dec 24, RP 963. 

C&HRet 
al. Complainants allege rates from 
points east of the Indiana-TIllinois 
state line to interior Iowa points are 
axgeseve and unreasonable; Aug 27, 


Pp 
Steinfield, Albert, & Co vs Ill Cent et al 


(3364). Complainants allege they 
were charged $1.22 on soap from St. 
Louis, Mo., to Nogales, Atle. Oct 17. 
1908; that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded $1.10; July 9, p 117. 


‘al (3631). Complainants allege they 
were charged excessive rate of 15 
cents on cedar poles from Bay City. 
Mich., to Louisville, Ky., April 10, 
1909; ‘Nov 12, p 705. 


Complainant alleges assessment of 
unjust storage charges on cotton 
from Vicksburg, Miss., to New Bed- 
ford, Mass.: July 30. p 214. 


et al (3413). Complainant alleges 
rate of 9.5 cents on corn from Ton- 
togany, O., to Holly, Mich., is unjust; 
July 30, p "215. 


(3640). Complainant alleges it was 
charged unreasonable rate of 17.5 
cents on Portland cement from Cha - 
nute, Kan., to Burr, Neb., Jan 6, 
1909; Nov 12, p 705. 


(3642). Complainant alleges’ that 
during fall and winter of 1908 and 
1909 it consigned for reweighing a 
large number of cars of coal for 
which it paid $1 per car; that defend- 
ants subsequently refunded reweigh- 
ing charges, but assessed rates on 
basis of charges one per cent above 
destination weights; complainant 
contends such charges are unjust and 
ur.easonable; Nov 12, p 705. 


Superior Commercial Clb vs Gt Nor 


et al (3558). Complainant alleges re- 
cent advance in rates on grain be- 
tween points in_ the Dakotas, Minne- 
sota, Iowa and Superior, Wis., unrea- 
sonable and unjust; Oct 8, p 521. 


Swanson, Fred S, vs C B & Q et al 


(3627). Complainant alleges that 
rate of $1.05 on broom corn from 
Minitou, Okla., to Omaha, Neb., Aug 


. Sept. 1916, is unreasonable; Novy 
, P 


Swift & Co vs P R Ret al (3410), Com- 


plainant alleges unreasonable rates 
on rock salt from Tylersville, N. Y.., 
ag sa a Junction, O.; July 30, 


Pp 215. 
Swift & Co vs Sou Pac et al (3561). 


Swift & Co vs Evansville & T H et al 


Swift & Co vs B & O et al (3662). 


Tennessee Lumber Mfg Co vs Norf & 


Texas Southeastern R Rvs St L S W 


Texas Southeastern R R vs St L S W 


Texico Transfer Co vs L & N et al 


Thompson, W land J R. vs L & N et 


Thompson, Trayer & McCowen vs Iil 
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Complainants allege that defendants 
discriminated against them in collec- 
tion of switching charges at San 
yeaneigpe and Los Angeles, Cal.; Nov 
, p nd 


(3572). Complainant alleges it ordered 
four double deck cars; that defend- 
ants furnished one and three single 
deeckers; that minima of single decks 
were assessed on these three; that had 
ears been furnished as_ ordered, 
charges would have been consider- 
ably less; Oct 15, p 551. 


Complainant alleges it was compelled 
to pay domestic, instead of import 
rates, on 31 cars of kainit imported 
through the port of Baltimore, Md., 
and shipped to points in Illinois and 
Indiana between March 11 and June 
15, 1909: Nov 19, p 741. 


West (3527). Complainant alleges it 
has been charged excessive rates on 
coal from the Pocahontas, Tug River 
and Thatcher districts to Abington, 
Va.; Sept 24, p 461. 


et al (3564).- Complainant protests 
against action of defendants in can- 
eeling divisions and joint through 
route and rate arrangements with it; 
Nov 5, p 671. (Tap Lime Case.) 


et al (3654). Complainant protests 
against action of defendants in can- 
celing joint through rates with it; 
Nov 12, p 705. (Tap Line Case.) 


(3462). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive rates on carload of 
furniture from Evansville, Ind., to El 
a Tex., Dec 18, 1907; Aug 20, 
p 290. 


al (3351). Complainants allege de- 
fendants misbilled shipment of plow 
bases, points, handles, etc., from 
Evansville, Ind., to Huntsville, Ala., 
as “plows,” thereby causing exces- 
sive charges to be assessed thereon; 
July 9, p 117 


Cent (3693). Complainant alleges 
they were charged unreasonable 
rate of 11 cents on logs from Paden, 
Miss., to Evansville, Ind., during Nov, 
1908; Dee 17, p 931. 


Thorp, C L, vs C B & Q et al (250). 


Complainant alleges it was ee 
$1.55 on apples from Los Ange 
Cal., to Crawford, Neb., Feb 13, 1909: 
that rate should not have exceeded 
$1.17; Nov 12, p 705. 


Traffic Bureau of the Sioux City Com- 


mercial Club vs C & N W et al (3497). 
Complainant asks reparation on ship- 
ments of lima beans from California 
producing points to Sioux City, Ia., 
moving under an 85-cent rate, 75 
eents having been in effect prior to 
Jan 1, 1909. and having been restored 
June 1, 1909; Sept 10, p 385. 


Tremont Lumber Co vs Ala & Vicks 


(3665). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive rates from Louisi- 
ana points to Omaha and Lincoln, 
Neb., and Council Bluffs and Des 
Moines, Ia.; Dec 3, p 839. 


United States Leather Co et al vs Sou 


Ry et al (3629). Complainants allege 
defendants have unjustly and exces- 
sively increased rates on _ leather 
from southern and southeastern 
points to interior eastern, eastern, 
_ z A and northern points; Nov 12, 
Pp 5. 


Utterback Bros Covs N YC & HW Ret 


al (3450). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged excessive rates on ship- 
ments of wagons; Aug 13, p 264. 


Van Natta Bros et al vs CC C & St L 


et al (3610). Complainants allege de- 


- fendants’ local rates on grain from 


petitioners’ elevators at Chicago, TIl.. 
are prohibitive, deny complainants of 
benefit of the Chicago market and 
prevent complainants from _ selling 
grain in Chicago under any arrange- 
ment whereby purchaser may for- 
ward same to eastern points via lake- 
and-rail routes; Nov 12, 705. 


Veitch, Carlos, vs S A L (3612). Com- 


plainant alleges it was charged $3.40 
per ton on cotton seed hulls; that 
legal rate was $2.50: Nov 12, p 699. 


Victory Mfg Co vs Sou Ry et al (3466). 


Complainant alleges rates on coal 
from points in Tennessee and south- 
western Virginia to Carolina territory 
oreo erupting and unjust; Aug 27, 


virginia’ s Fruit Exchange vs B & O et 
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al (3440). Complainants contend that 
advance in fruit rates of defendants, 
effective Aug 15, will force them to 
conduct their business at a loss; sus- 
pons aD. of proposed rates asked; Aug 


Vollmer & Below Co vs Nor Pac et al 


(3392). Complainant ‘alleges it was 
charged 21 cents on traction engine 
and parts from Stillwater, Minn., to 
Medford, Wis., and that defendants 
now demand 24 cents, and that rate 
should not have exceeded 17.5 cents: 
July 23, p 186. 


Vulean fron Works vs A T & S Fet ¢ 


(3340). Complainant alleges rate of 
72 eents on machinery and like ar- 
ticles from Mississippi river points to 
Denver, Colo., unreasonable in com- 
parison with rates east of the river: 
that rate to Denver should not ex- 
ceed 40 cents; July 2, p 73. 


Warnock, Wm, Co vs C&Nw (3684). 


Complainant alleges class’ rates 
charged between Mississippi river 
crossings and Sioux City, Ia., on ship- 
ments originating in Trunk Line and 
Seaboard territories are unreason- 
able; Dec 10, p 885 


Waters-Pierce Oil Co vs Mo Pac et al 


(3591). Complainant alleges defend- 
ants have assessed charges on pe- 
troleum from Neodesha, Kan., to 
Oklahoma points greater than those 
declared reasonable by the Commis- 
sion in Oklahoma vs C RI & P 
(ast); reparation asked; Nov 12, 
p 70 


Whrster Grocer Co vs C & N W et al 


(3536). Complainant alleges it was 
charged excessive L C L rate of 52.5 
cents on cheese from Plymouth, Wis., 
to Dunnelle, Ill.; Sept 24, p 461. 


Westbrook Co vs Am Exp Co et al 


(3685). Complainant alleges defend- 
ants discriminate in charging it regu- 
lar merchandise rates on books and 
other reading matter, while competi- 
tors’ shipments are moved at rate of 
1 cent per pound; Dec 17, p 931. 


Western States Portland Cement Co vs 


Mo Pac et al (3650). Complainant al- 
leges defendants exacted unlawful 
rates during June, 1908, on cement 
from Independence, Kan., to Black 
Eagle, Mont.; Nov 12, p 706. 


Western Stoneware Co vs Ill Cent et al 


(3428). Complainant alleges assess- 
ment of unreasonable rate on stone- 
ware from Monmouth, Il!., to Mem- 
his, Tenn.; Aug 6, p 239. 


Wharton Steel Co vs C R R of N Jet al 


(3674). Complainant alleges defend- 
ants have increased rates on pig iron 
from $1.05 to $1.15 per ton from 
Wharton, N. J., to Harrisburg, Pa., 
and that said advance is unreason- 
able; Dee 10, p 885. 


Wheeler & Motter Mercantile Co vs C 


B & Q (3660). Complainant alleges it 

was charged excessive rates on ship- 

ments of merchandise from Aug 25, 

1908, and Nov 10, 1908, between Miss- 

tae river crossings and St. Joseph, 
Dec 3, 839. 


Willamette Pulp & Paper Co vs B & A 


et al (3703). Complainant alleges it 
was charged unreasonable rate of 
$2.60 on rubber covered iron paper 
mill rolls from Boston, Mass., to Port- 
land and Albina, Ore.; Dee 17, p 931. 


- Williams, R H, vs Gt Nor et al (3520). 


Complainant alleges unreasonable 
rates on horses from Minnesota 
points to New Richmond, Ind.; Sept 
17, p 419. 


Winnfield Commercial Club vs C RI & 


P et al (3385). Complainant alleges 
rates on classes and commodities 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Winnfield. 
La., are unreasonable; July 23, p 186. 


Winterbotham & Sons vs Mo Pac et a! 


(3458). Complainants allege they 
were charged unreasonable rate of 
24.5 cents on staves and heading 
from Pine Bluff, Ark., to Kensington, 
Til., Dee 12, 1908: Aug 20, p 290. 


Winterbotham & Sons vs StL & S F 


et al (3797). Complainants allege 
they have been charged unreasonable 
and discriminatory rates on staves 
from McNab, Ark., to Thebes, IIL, 
destined beyond; Dec 24. p 963. 


Wolf Milling Co vs A T & S F (3576). 


Comp. ‘nant alleges it was over- 
chargea on shipments of grain from 
Ellinwood, Kan., to Shattuck, Gage 
and Woodward, Okla.; Noy 12, p 706. 


Wolff & Co vs St LI M & S et al. Com- 


mission issues order consolidating 
this complaint with Lesser-Gold- 
man vs same (3595); Nov 12, p 708. 


Wood & Skilton vs S A L et al (3678) 


Complainants allege they have been 
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Zuber, John W., vs Cent of Ga et al 


Zwolle & Eastern Ry vs K C Sou (3513). 


COMPOUNDS 
See ‘“‘Trade Names.” } 


CONCENTRATION 
Rates: See “Rates—Concentration.”’ 


CONCURRENCES 
See “Tariffs.’’ | 
CONRAD, Holmes, Jr., Legal Depart- | 


Utterances: Addresses Denver Cham- 


COTTON 
Aliceville, Ala., to Philadelphia, Pa.: 


Bills of Lading: See ‘Bills of Lading | 


Mississippi: Railroads seek compro- | 


Texas: Roads cut rate from 55 to 
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charged excessive rates on lumber 
from Fitzgerald, Ga., to Cape 
Charles, Va.; Dec 10, p 885. 


Zang, Ph., Brewing Co vs C B & Q 


(3360). Complainant alleges it wa‘ 
charged unreasonable rate of L C L 
shipments of wooden bungs from S&St. 
Louis, Mo., and _ Cincinnati, O., to 
Denver, Colo., March and August, 
1909, respectively; July 9, p 117. 


Zang, Ph., Brewing Co vs C B & Q 


(3641). Complainant alleges it was 
charged $2.05 on an L C L shipment 
of iron pipe coils from Chicago, IIl., 
to Denver, Colo.; that rate should not 
exceed $1.25: Nov 12, p 706. 


(3634). Complainant alleges he was 
charged excessive rate on lumber 
from Carrollton, Ga., to Lindsay, Ont., 
July 23, 1908; Nov 12, p 706. 


Complainant attacks action of de- 
fendant in canceling joint rate ar- 
rangements with complainant; Sept| 
17, p 419. (Tap Line Case.) 





| 


COMPLAINTS, Form of | 
Informal: While an informal letter is| 


sufficient to stop the statute of limi- | 
tations on reparation claims, yet such | 
letter must contain all the elements |} 
of a claim. Fisk & Sons vs B & | 
M (1590), 19 I C C Rep, 299; July 9, | 
p 109. 


ment, Denver & Rio Grande Railroad 


ber of Commerce on railroad ques- 
tion; declares carriers have decided | 
to take their case direct to the peo- 
ple; appeals for fair play for the 
transportation companies; Dec 3, p 
836. | 


| 
| 


Held, That rates on cotton linters, 
released to a valuation of 2 cents per 
pound, should not exceed 82 cents. 
DuMee, Son & Co vs Ala, Tenn & 
Nor et al (3302), 19 I C C Rep, 575; 
Dec 24. p 949. 


—Certification of.’’ 
mise with state railroad commission 
on question of placing Gulfport on an} 
equality with Mobile and New | 
Orleans with respect to rates on com-| 
pressed and uncompressed cotton 
(Sept 17, p 424). Railroads and state 
commission reach agreement placing 
Gulfport on an equality with Mobile 
and New Orleans with respect to} 
rates on compressed cotton and cot-| 
tonseed products; Oct 1, p 493. 


51 cents on shipments to Galveston, | 
destined to interstate or foreign | 
points; Sept 10, p 382. | 





| 


COTTONSEED 
Jacksonville, Fla., from points on the} 


Central of Georgia: Held, That rates | 
should not exceed the following per | 
net ton: 


NE is hits eb 5a. 0's on > ee ae $2.60 | 
eS Se ee rere ee 

Re. Es. des obtomtdensensneee’ 2. 
Da ee re 2. 
RL TNS catedvereWes saeeer bn 3. 


SP eT ee Tee ea 
Os A, <0 ak 2 sieaimarwaes toe ik eur A 3. 
Porterdale, Ga. 

I AER. iis a nih ela cece sewn © 4 3.10 


Jonesboro, Ga. 

Van Buren, Ga. 
White Hall, Ga. 
I Ent oe cogibess <ewndlnes 
Rock Springs, Ga. 
Wilkinsons, Ga. 
Nankipooh, Ga. 
Bexton, Ga. 

Smithville, Ga. 
Terra Cotta, 
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Se oo soe wage ces came Te 
Columbia, Ala. ‘ 
tlt lg aa EAR PRR gE ac 

Box Springs, Ga. 
RR MRRP eee cE eee. 
Glen Alta, Ga. 








That maximum rates from _  inter- 
mediate ints of origin on the Cen- 
tral of Georgia to Jacksonville must 
be scaled between the figures named 
below, as the case may be, on the 
combination mileage upon which the 
present rates are based, to wit: In- 
termediate to Macon and Savannah, 
between $2.60 and $3.10 per ton; in- 
termediate to Millen and Augusta, 
between $2.70 and $2.90 per ton; in- 
termediate to Dover and Brewton, 
between $2.60 and $2.90 per ton; in- 
termediate to Gordon and Coving- 
ton, between $3.10 and $3.40 per ton; 
intermediate to Macon and Atlanta, 
between $3.10 and $3.50 per ton; in- 
termediate to Macon and Atnens, 
except Machen, between $3.10 and 
$3.40 per ton. intermediate to Griffin 
and Chattanooga, between $3.30 and 
$3.90 per ton; intermediate to Barnes- 
ville and Thomaston, $3.10 per ton; 
intermediate to Columbus and Ray- 
mond, between $3.00 and $3.50 per 
ton; intermediate to Macon and 
Eufaula, between $2.70 and $3.00 per 
ton; intermediate to Fort Valley and 
Perry, between $2.90 and $3.00 per 
ton; intermediate to Smithville and 
Columbia, between $2.60 and $3.80 
per ton; intermediate to Cuthbert and 
Fort Gaines, $2.90 per ton; inter- 
mediate to Fort Valley and Colum- 
bus, between $2.90 and $3.50 per ton; 
and intermediate to Americus and 
Columbus, between $2.80 and $3.60 
per ton, 

From Orangeburg, S. C., 18 cents 
per hundred pounds, and from Sum- 
ter, S. C., 18.25 cents. 

Ystablishment of through rates also 
ordered. Florida Cotton Oil Co vs 
Cent of Ga et al (1659), 19 I C C 
Rep, 336; Aug 13, p 253. 


COTTON SHODDY LINING 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Chicago, Ill.: Held, 


That rate, L C L, should not exceed 
45 cents. Johnson Co vs Clyde Steam- 
ship Co et al (2595), 19 I C C Rep, 
512; Dec 3, p 830. 


|} COUNTRIES, Foreign 
Jurisdiction: Transportation from for- 


eign countries not adjacent through 
the United States to an adjacent for- 


eign country is subject to the aan 


(Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 


COURTS, Commerce 


Appointments: President sends names 


of M. A: Knapp, R. W. Archbald, W.| 


H, Hunt, J. FE. Carland and J. Mack 
to be judges for five, four, three, two 
and one years, respectively, on new 


court; biographical sketches of ap-| 


pointees, illustrated with photo of 
Judge Knapp; Dec 17, p 902. 


COURTS, Federal 


Alaskan Traffic: Humboldt Steamship 


Company files suit in Supreme Court 


for the District of Columbia asking 
that Interstate Commerce Commission 


be compelled to take jurisdiction over 


Alaskan traffic (July 30, p 218). Hear- 
ing postponed until September (Aug 
6, p 247). Argument; Nov 5, p 667. 
Car Service: Pennsylvania Railroad 
files bill in United States Circuit 
Court, asking that order of the Com- 


mission in Clark Bros. Coal Mining 
Co case, q v, be set aside; denies 


present system is preferential (Oct 
8. p 508). Suit transferred to the 
Commerce Court; Nov 19, p 716. 
Class Rates: Intermountain: Circuit 
Court at San Francisco denies appli- 
cations for preliminary injunctions 
against Commission in Traffic Bu- 
reau. Merchants Exchange vs Sou 


Pac (2839), Railroad Commission of 


Nevada vs Sou Pac et al (1665) and 
Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Santa Fe P & P et al (1796), q v, un- 
der ‘“‘Decisions:"’ Nov 26, p 785. 
Coal: Ohio railroad commission ap- 
peals to United States Circuit Court 


of Appeals from decision of lower 


court enjoining order of commis- 
sion in Pittsburg Vein Operators’ 
case, reducing rates from Eighth Dis- 
eras to Huron and Cleveland; Aug 6, 
p 244. 

Combinations: Circuit Court, Philadel- 
phia, holds government has failed to 
prove conspiracy charge against an- 
thracite railroads, but he holds Tem- 
pie Iron Company an illegal combine 
(Dec 10, p 876). Stated that govern- 
ment will appeal; Dec 17, p 931. 
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—See also ‘‘Union-Southern Pacific 
Merger Dissolution Suit.’’ 


Discrimination: Judge Holland, United 


States District Court, Philadelphia, 
grants petition of defendant for new 
jury in Carbon Hill Coal & Coke Co 
et al vs Pennsylvania Railroad, al- 
leging discrimination against plain- 
tiffs in matter of rates, and seek- 
ing recovery of damages; July 16, p 
134. 

—United States Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals dismisses case of Morrisdale 
Coal Co vs Pennsylvania Railroad, in- 
volving discrimination in coal car dis- 
tribution; holds exclusive jurisdiction 
rests with Commission; Nov 26, p 784. 
—Parties aggrieved through conspir- 
acy to manipulate freight rates to re- 
strain competition may appeal to the 
Sherman anti-trust act for relief; 
Meeker vs L V et al, U S Cir Ct of 
A, Noyes, J.; Dec 10, 863. 


Express, Florida: United States Dis- 


trict Judge Sheppard declines to tem- 
porarily enjoin order of state railroad 
commission reducing intrastate rates; 
July 30, p 204; Aug 6, p 234. 

Illinois: Judge Kohlsaat, United 
States Circuit Court, temporarily re- 
strains schedule of rates prescribed 
by Illinois railroad and warehouse 
commission (see under Ilinois-Ex- 
press); Oct 15, p 546. 





Export Rates—Jurisdiction: Judge Fos- 


ter, United States Circuit Court, en- 
joints Louisiana railroad commission 
from assessing fines against railroads 
for charging higher rates on logs and 
staves from Louisiana points to New 
Orleans, for export, than those fixed 
by the commission for movement be- 
tween the same points; holds ques- 
tion a subject of regulation by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Dec 31, p 995. 


Fruits: Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


et al file bill in the United States 
Circuit Court at St. Paul, asking that 
Commission’s order in the Arlington 
Heights Fruit Exchange case, q V, 
be set aside; allege Commission did 
not determine reasonableness of $1.15 
rate on lemons from California ter- 
minals to points east of the Rockies; 
that order was based on fallacious 
assumption that the carriers should 
protect domestic products against 
foreign invasion by rate adjustment; 
that the Commission is without power 
to order a blanket rate; that the rate 
prescribed is, on its face, unreason- 
ably low (Sept 17, p 410). Circuit 
Court grants temporary injunction; 
leaves final disposition of the case to 
the Commerce Court; per curiam 
opinion in full; Nov 5, p 669. 


Hours of Service: Judge Page Morris, 


Iowa, holds federal hours of service 
law is constitutional; U S vs Ill Cent; 
July 2, p 2 


Live Stock “Rates: United States Cir- 


cuit Court at St. Louis dismissed in- 
junction proceedings against order of 
Commission, reducing rates on live 
stock from southwestern states to 
western markets; Nov 12, p 694. 


Lumber: Special Master Dickson pre- 


sents report to Circuit Court for the 
Eighth Circuit, recommending’ that 
orders of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Pacific Coast lumber 
cases be enjoined in so far as they 
affect rates east of the Pembina-Port 
Arthur line; holds Commission acted 
arbitrarily and in violation of intent 
of the law (July 30, p 196). Counsel 
for the Commission file exceptions to 
special master’s findings; attack find- 
ings of fact and conclusions of law; 
protest against substitution of court’s 
discretion for that of the Commis- 
sion (Aug 20, p 278). Special master 
declines to make any essential modifi- 
cations in his report (Sept 3. p 354). 
United States Circuit sustains spe- 
cial mester’s report: Oct 15. p 548. 
Minnesota: Special Master Otis, in re- 
port on suit brought by stockholders 
of the Hill lines and the Minneapolis 
& St Louis, holds certain state rates 
econfiscatory and an interference with 
interstate commerce; declares lines 
should earn 7 per cent on their stock 
(Sept 24. pv 461). State prepares to 
fight opinion (Oct 1, p 494). State 
files its exceptions to findings; main- 
tains right of regulation, attacks 
valuation and division made by mas- 
ter (Nov 5, p 678). Understood that 
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decision will not be handed down be- 
fore first of next year; Dec 3, p 837. 


Misrouting: United States District 
Court, Cincinnati, O., orders Louis- 
ville & Nashville to pay Woodward & 
Dickerson reparation awarded by 
Commission, 15 I C C Rep, 107, for 
excess charges due to misrouting 
(Aug 6, p 247). Decision in full; Aug 
20, p 283. 

Pullman Cases: Circuit Court, North- 
ern District of Illinois, issues tempo- 
rary injunction restraining enforce- 
ment of orders in Loftus cases, 18 
I C C Rep, 135, pending rehearing by 
Commission; orders fares in excess 
of those fixed by Commission in orig- 
inal decision to be deposited with 
court and that coupons be issued to 
patrons of sleeping cars good for re- 
funds in case Commission rates stand; 
July 9, p 114. 

Rebates: Bethlehem Steel Co.: Appli- 
eation for retrial in case involving 
alleged illegal cancelation of demur- 
rage charges denied; Dec 24, p 963. 
—Hocking Valley Railroad: Grand 
jury at Toledo, O., begins investiga- 
tion into relations existing between 
Hocking Valley lines and Sunday 
Creek Coal Co (Oct =. 543). Hock- 
ing Valley Railroad indicted by fed- 
eral grand jury at Toledo on 28 
counts, illegal discrimination in ex- 
tension of unlimited credit to Sunday 
Creek Coal Company, while denying 
such privilege to its competitors al- 
leged; violation of commodities clause 
also charged; Nov 12, p 711. 

—Irwin, Lucien J., President, Louis- 
ville, Henderson & St Louis Railway; 
le against dismissed; Dec 10, p 


—Lehigh Valley Railroad: Application 
for retrial in case involving alleged 
illegal cancelation of demurrage 
charges against Bethlehem Steel Co, 
denied; Dec 24, p 963. 

—Louisville, Henderson & St. Louis 
Railway fined $3,000 on charge of al- 
leged rebating to American Tobacco 
Company; charge with respect to J. D. 
B. Speed Company dismissed; Dec 
10, p 875. 

—Merchants & Miners’ Transporta- 
tation Co indicted by federal grand 
jury at Savannah, Ga., on 24 counts, 
alleging illegal concessions on grain 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 

—Miller, Harvey C., and Morris F., 
indicted by federal grand jury at 
Savannah, Ga., on 10 counts each, 
alleging receiving rebates on grain 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 
—Philadelphia & Reading Railway: 
Application for retrial in case in- 
volving alleged illegal cancelation of 
demurrage charges against Bethle- 
hem Steel Co denied; Dec 24, p 963. 


—Seaboard Air Line indicted by), 


federal grand jury at Savannah, Ga., 
on 14 counts, alleging rebating on 
grain from Philadelphia, Pa., to Jack- 
sonville, Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 
—Southern Pacific Company pleads 
guilty to technical violation of anti- 
rebate law with respect to matting 
shipments from Japan, lumber from 
Verdi, Nev., and wool shipments; in- 
dicted on 140 counts, but fined on 
only 18, $18,000 yey, ~ Van Fleet, 
~e  Swemete at n Francisco; July 
» Pp . 
—Standard Oil Company of Indiana: 
Case alleging receipt of rebates on 
shipments of petroleum from Whiting, 
Ind., to Grand Junction, Tenn., for 
beyond, dismissed by United States 
Circuit Judge McCall at Nashville, 
Tenn.; Nov 19, p 737. 
—Sunday Creek Coal Co indicted on 
9 counts by federal grand jury at 
Toledo; alleged that Hocking Valley 
Railroad extended unlimited credit 
to coal company, while denying such 
concession to Sunday Creek’s com- 
petitors; violation of commodities 
clause also charged; Nov 12, 711. 
Reparation: Steinhardt & Co file suit 
in Circuit Court at New Orleans for 
recovery of reparation awarded them 
by Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Dee 24, p 966. 
Southeastern Rate Case: Receivers’ & 
me ae Association, through Fran- 
cis B. James, filed suit in United 
States Circuit Court at Cincinnati 
asking that case (vide 18 I C C Rep, 
440) be remanded to the Commission 
with instructions to proceed by law 
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and not fiat and grant the shippers 
substantial relief; alleges decision of 
Commission confiscates shippers’ 
property without due a of law; 
in effect, legalizes pooling by author- 
izing one line, Cincinnati Southern, 
to charge excessive rates on traffic 
from incinnati to Chattanooga, 
to swell earnings of other lines not 
made parties defendants by the ship- 
pers and whose earnings are diffused 
through unprofitable branch lines; de- 
elares Cincinnati entitled to benefit 
of reasonable rates via the direct 
trunk line to that Chattanooga; 
adopts Commissioner Clement’s dis- 
senting opinion in case, in which he 
favored a 60-cent class scale instead 
of the’ 70-cent' adopted by the Com- 
mission, as sound (July 16, p 144). 
(July 23, P 168.) City council of 
Cincinnati instructs city solicitor to 
bring action in name of city to aid 
shippers in fight against existing class 
rates and scale ordered by Commis- 
sion; Oct 29, p 617. 

Switching: Suit of carriers attacking 
orders of the Commission in Los 
Angeles and San Francisco switch- 
ing cases, Associated Jobbers of Los 
Angeles vs' A T & S F et al and 
Pacific Coal Manufacturers’ Ass’n vs 
Sou Pac et al, 18 I C C Rep, 310, 333, 
transferred to Commerce Court. Ef- 
fective date of order postponed till 
after hearing; Oct 22, p 587. 

Trunk lines entering Omaha attack 
order of state commission compelling 
absorption of increased switching 
charges allowed Union Stock Yards 
Company; Nov 12, p 683. 

Tap ines: Judge Rogers, United 
States Circuit Court for the western- 
eastern division of Arkansas, tem- 
porarily enjoins cancelation of divi- 
sions between trunk line and _ so- 
called tap lines on ground that such 
action would be a violation of latter’s 
contract rights. Malvern & Freeo 
Valley Rd vs C RI & P; opinion in 
full; Sept 10, p 381. 

‘ 
COURTS, United States Supreme 

Eichenberg Case: Argument heard ‘n 
appeal from decision of Cirev..w 
Court declining to restrain enforce- 
ment of order of Commission in 
Hichenberg vs Southern Pacific Ter- 
minal Co, abolishing an alleged dis- 
crimination in favor of E. H. Young 
at the Galveston terminals, controlled 
by defendant above named; W. H. 
Ellis and L. M. Walter for the gov- 
ernment and Commission, and M. 
Evarts, F. C. Dillard and H. M. Gar- 
wood for the defendant railroads and 
terminal company; Dec 17, p 933. 


Lumber: Arguments heard on appeal 
from by railroads from decision of 
lower court refusing to enjoin Com- 
mission’s order reducing rates from 
, Willamette Valley to San Francisco 
on lumber; Maxwell Evarts and F. 
C. Dillard appear for carriers; Wade 
Ellis and Luther M. Walter for Com- 
mission; Dec 24, p 959. 

Missouri Rate Cases: Attorney-Gen- 
eral Thompson of Nebraska files 
brief attacking railroad method of 
divisions between state and inter- 
state expenses (Oct 8, p 526). Rail- 
roads begin argument on validity of 
2-cent fare and maximum freight 
rate measures declared unconstitu- 
tional by lower court (Oct 15, p 
548). Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad petitions that argument be 
postponed until case can be heard by 
nine judges; Oct 15, p 545. 


Missouri River Rate Cases: Central 
Freight Association shippers ask 
court to rehear case; allege present 
order discriminates in favor of At- 

. lantie seaboard territory; attack 

© court’s ruling on right of intervenors 
to be heard (July 2, p 67). Re- 
hearing denied; Oct 22, p 587. 


COWAN, S. H., Attorney, American Live 
Stock Association 
Special Articles: Declares valuation 
of railroads the burning trues be- 
fore the American public; if un- 
earned increment is allowed in ap- 
praisement of lines, rates will ad- 
vance as traffic increases and the 
limit of regulation in thickly popu- 
lated regions will soon be reached; 
Oct 1, p 488. 


CREAM 
See “Dairy Products.” 


CUMMINS, A. E., United States Senator 
from lowa 
See “‘Cummins-Ripley Controversy.’’ 


CUMMINS-RIPLEY CONTROVERSY 

President Ripley of the Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe Railway System 
takes Iowa senator to task for state- 
ments as to railroad capitalization; 
denies that administration commerce 
bill was friendly to transportation 
companies’ interests; declares Sena- 
tor Cummins and his friends elimi- 
nated only favorable feature, i e, 
traffic agreement section (Aug 13, 
p 263). Senator replies to Ripley let- 
ter; finds misquotations from his 
speech in Ripley letter; defends his 
attitude on railway capitalization; de- 
clares the real trouble is the an- 
tagonism of railway managers to 
government regulation; believes capi- 
tal invested pertinent to rates made 
because regulation has _ destroyed 
competition (Aug 27, p 317). Presi- 
dent Ripley replies to senator’s let- 
ter; declares latter’s statement of 
views of Commission and Roosevelt 
on traffic associations a misrepresen- 
tation; that government has destroyed 
competition in rates, but demands 
that show of competition be main- 
tained; that Smith vs Ames _ re- 
pudiates senator’s theory of basis of 
fair return; that statements as to 
stock issues and actual investment 
are erroneous; charges turmoil over 
railroads to uninformed agitators 
who are willing to disseminate in- 
jurious guesses as demonstrated 
facts; Sept 17, p 413. 


DAIRY PRODUCTS 

Ceageae: See ‘‘Rates—Concentra- 
tion.’”’ 

Massachusetts (Intrastate): Boston milk 
producers appeal to governor to call 
apomal session of legislature to recon- 
sider law fixing flat, any-quantity 
rate, on milk; Aug 27, p 322. 

Omaha, Neb., to Points in Central 
Freight Association and Atlantic Sea- 
board Territory; Held, That present 
rates, e. g.: 

Poultry (Dressed) 
| Less 


Than 
To— Carload Carload 
Indianapolis, Ind........ $0.72 $0.97 
Pittsburg, Pa............ .90 1.16% 
Syracuse, N. Y.......... 1.05 1.33% 
Philadelphia, Pa. ...... 1.18 1.45% 
New York, N. Y....... 1.20 1.47% 
Boston, Mass. .......... 1.27 1.54% 
Butter and Eggs 
Less 
Than 
To— Carload Carload 
Indianapolis, Ind, ........ $0.67 $0.77 
| MD ere .84 .94 
Syracuse, N. Y........... .97 1.09 
Philadelphia, Pa, ......... 1.08 1.19 
New York, N. Y.......«...-. 1.10 1.21 
Boston, Mass. .........+.- 1.16 1.27 


are not unreasonable; petition for in- 
stitution of through routes and joint 
rates denied. Commercial Club of 
Omaha vs B & Oet al (2915), 19 IC C 
Rep, 397; Nov 5, p 634. 

Suspension of Rates: Interstate Com- 
merce Commission suspends until May 
1, 1911, tariffs of eastern carriers ad- 
vancing rates on cream and condensed 
milk; Dec 31, p 1003. 


DAMAGES 

See also ‘“‘Claims.’’ 

Misrouting: The Commission has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over claims for 
damages arising from the misrouting 
of freight (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 


DECISIONS OF THE BOARD OF RAIL- 
an COMMISSIONERS FOR CAN- 
See “Canadian Board Decisions.” 


DECISIONS OF THE INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Alabama Lumber & Export Co vs Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore & Washington et 
al (3035), 19 I C C Rep, 295. Com- 
plainant here attacks rate of 34 cents 
on lumber shipped in March and June, 
1909, from Bellamy, Ala., to Holly 
Beach, N. J. Complainant cites a 
quotation of 32 cents, made by one of 
the defendants, and lower rates from 
Arlington and Savannah, Ga., and 
Paxton and Greenville, Fla, With the 
exception of Savannah, none of these 
points are reached by the rails of the 
principal defendant; the points are 
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not in the immediate vicinity of Bel- 

_lamy and defendants intimate the 
rates are water compelled. Held, 
That on the record in this case, the 
Commission is unable to find the rate 
charged relatively ——— com- 
plaint dismissed; July 9, p 95. 

Alpha Portland Cement Co ms Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western et al (3088), 
19 I C C Rep, 297. On Aug 8, 1909, 
complainant shipped two carloads of 
cement from Martins Creek, Pa., to 
Brockton, Mass. In delivering ship- 
ment to initial carrier, a clerk in the 
employ of the complainant stated the 
rate of $2.25 per net ton, which was 
legally applicable via the line of the 
principal defendant and the New York, 
New Haven & Hartford railroad, but 
noted directions to forward via the 
Lehigh Valley, West Shore and Bos- 
ton & Albany lines. The rate via the 
most dirett route over the lines 
named was $4.25 per net ton. Fol- 
lowing Rules 159 and 186 of Confer- 
ence Rulings, Bulletin No. 4; Held, 
That it was the duty of the initial 
carrier to forward via the cheaper 
route or obtain further and definite 
instructions from the consignor. Rep- 
aration awarded on basis of $2.25 
rate; July 9, p 106. 

American Creosote Works, Ltd, vs Illi- 
nois Central et al (2285), 19 I C C 
Rep, 314. The report of the Commis- 
sion in this case, 18 I C C Rep, 212, 
contains four separate findings, three 
of which are adverse to the defend- 
ants. Upon a petition for rehearing 
on the ground that two of these find- 
ings are radicaily wrong and unsup- 
ported by evidence; Held, That the 
conclusions of the Commission were 
just and in accordance with the facts 
set forth in the record in the case. 
Petition denied (July 16, p 131). Order 
of reparation postponed until Nov 24, 
1910; Oct 8 p 516. 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co vs Chi- 
cago & Erie et al (2386). and eight 
other cases (2207-2211, 2383-2385), 19 
I C C Rep, 592. Complainants, who 
smelt copper at Anaconda and Black 
Eagle, Mont., shipped coke on the sep- 
arately established or joint through 
rates from the West Virginia-Penn- 
Sylvania ovens to Chicago, plus the 


growers and shippers of citrus fruits 
in southern California and their com- 
plaint puts in issue the following mat- 
ters with respect to the movement of 
their products to eastern destinations: 
(1) The reasonableness of the pres- 
ert orange rate of $1.15; (2) the ad- 
vance in the iemon rate from $1 to 
$1.15; (3) the reasonableness of pres- 
ent refrigeration charges; and, (4) 
the lawfulness of the precooling 
charge of $30 per car. (1) Since 1904 
there has been an increase in the cost 
of marketing oranges, with perhaps a 
slight advance in the selling price. 
During the period here under review 
there has been a great improvement 
in the method of handling and pack- 
ing the fruit, due to government re- 
search and investigations and the 
co-operative associations of fruit men 
for the marketing of the product; in 
1907 there was a reduction of 10 cents 
in the freight rate. These advan- 
tages up to the present have offset 
the increase in cost of production, 
but complainants insist that within 
the next few years there will be 
large increases in production without 
compensating advantages. Defend- 
ants point to the expensive cost of 
handling this traffic and also to gen- 
eral increases in operating costs 
which make reductions undesirable. 
The Commission itself has ordered 
large reductions in transcontinental] 
rates, which may result in a consid- 
erable diminution in the revenues of 
the defendants. On the whole, the 
Commission is of the opinion that the 
traffic is highly profitable at existing 
rate, but that this rate should not 
now be disturbed. (2) The world’s 
lemon supply comes principally from 
Sicily and southern California; the 
cost of production in the former place 
is much less than in California. In 
1901 the rate from California to east- 
ern destinations was $1.25; acting on 
the importunities of the growers for 
a rate that would enable them to 
meet foreign competition in the win- 
ter of 1902, the carriers established a 
“relief’’ rate of $1; this was renewed 
the next winter: made applicable all 
the year round in 1904 and continued 
until November and December, 1909, 

























































































































































































rates beyond to the smelters. At the when the rate was advanced to $1.15. 
time covered by these complaints the The testimony in the case fairly 
defendants maintained two rates upon shows that the cost of placing the 
coke from the ovens to Chicago, a lemons on the cars in California is 
rate of $2.65 per net ton on coke and greater today than in 1904; the grow- 
a rate of $2.35 per net ton “‘on coke ers assert their ability to increase 
for use in blast furnaces for smelting production was due to the low rate of 
iron from the ores.”” There were no freight, but even despite this they 
joint through rates in effect from the have been unable to cope with the 
ovens to Montana. No complaint was Sicilian fruit on the Atlantic coast. 
made of the rates from Chicago to The average price received for Cali- 
Montana, but complainants asked fornia lemons east of the Alleghenies 
reparation upon the ground that the by the growers is $1 less per box than 
maintenance of the two separate that obtained west of the Missouri 
rates upon the same commodity at river. The last tariff act increased 
the same time from the ovens to Chi- the duty on lemons from $1 to $1.50 
cago was a discrimination that was per hundred pounds; complainants 
undue and that the higher rate was assert, and defendants deny, that this 
unjust and unreasonable. Reparation was the occasion of the increase. The 
was demanded in the amount of the average cost of moving lemons is 
difference between the two rates. somewhat less than oranges for the 
Complainants also asked that the reason the average haul is shorter; 
Commission find “that the charging the expense of moving citrus fruits 
to complainants the excessive and il- under refrigeration is greater than 
legal or unreasonable rates on coke under ventilation since the weight of 
for five years next preceding the filing the ice is added to the load of the 
of this petition be declared unjust, car and the proportion of oranges 
unreasonable and illegal.’” Held, (1) moving under refrigeration is greater 
That following the spirit, as well as than that of lemons; on the other 
the letter, of the limitation clause hand, oranges load somewhat heav- 
contained in Section 16 of the act, ier. Held, That rate should not ex- 
the Commission believes it is without ceed $1 to eastern destinations from 
jurisdiction over shipments or the southern California producing points 
rates and charges assessed thereon and reparation allowed to shippers 
for a period exceeding that named in who have paid higher rate. (3 and 4) 
the statute: (2) That the rate of $2.65 The Commission is itself investigat- 
per net ton was, and is, a low rate ing the subjects of pre-cooling and 
for the services performed and that refrigeration, and questions relating 
the maintenance of a lower rate ‘‘on thereto are reserved for future con- 
coke for use in blast furnaces for sideration and disposition (July 9, p 
smelting iron from the ores,’ while 82). Effective date of order post- 
improper, did not subject the com- poned from Sept 1 to Nov 1, 1910; 
plainants to undue discrimination and Aug 6, p 247. 

is not the basis for awards of dam- —See also under “Courts, Federal— 
age in these cases; and (3) That Fruits.”’ 

smelters of copper and of iron do not Associated Jobbers of Los Angeles vs 
compete in any proper or ordinary Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al 
sense of the term and complainants (1704): effective date of orders sus-. 
a suffered no damage; Dec 31, p pended until March 1, 1911; Dee 31, 
nas pv 979. 

Arlington Heights Fruit Exchange et Ballin, Solomon, vs Southern Pacific 
al vs Southern Pacific et al (3000), 19 (2738), 19 I C C Rep, 503. This is a 

















I C C Rep, 148. Complainants are complaint of undue discrimination be- 






cause of the failure of the defendant 
to sell round-trip ticket between 
Elko, Nev., and San Francisco, Cal., 
while selling such transportation be- 
tween Reno, Nev., and San Francisco. 
Complainant likewise asks for repa- 
ration for the difference between 
what he was forced to pay and what 
he would have paid if the train on 
which he was riding had stopped long 
enough at Reno to permit him to 
purchase a round-trip ticket to San 
Francisco from that point. Complain- 
ant was not represented at the hear- 
ing. Held, That there is nothing in 
the record to show undue discrimina- 
ae: complaint dismissed; Dec 3, p 


Banner Milling Co vs New York Central 
& Hudson River (1197); same vs New 
York Central & Hudson River et al 
(1535), 19 I C C Rep, 128. In the fore- 
going cases, 13 I C C Rep, 31, and 14 
I Cc C Rep, 319, the Commission con- 
demned a rate of 11 cents on flour and 
other wheat products from Buffalo to 
New York and of 13 cents to New 
England points and ordered a reduc- 
tion of 1 cent in each case. The 
gravemen of these complaints was 
that the rate from Buffalo had been 
advanced without corresponding ad- 
vances from Minneapolis to the same 
markets. In Jennison Co vs Gt Nor et 
al, 18 I C C Rep, 113, rates on flour 
and other wheat products from Min- 
neapolis to New York were attacked 
as excessive and discriminatory as 
compared with those from Buffalo to 
the same destinations and a reduc- 
tion of 1.5 cents was ordered in lake- 
and-rail rates. In the rehearing of 
these cases, along with the Jennison 
case, 18 I C C Rep, 113, it appeared that 
either the Commission must allow an 
advance in the rates on flour and 
other grain products from Buffalo to 
New York and New England points, 
or it must, in substance, require a 
reduction from all territory west of 
Buffalo. In view of the whole situa- 
tion, it seems to the Commission the 
wisest course to permit the advance 
from Buffalo. The order in No. 1197 
has already expired by its own limi- 
tation; but the order in No. 1535, hav- 
ing still a short bong 2 to run, will be 
rescinded; July 2, p 5 

Bartlett Commission co vs Illinois Cen- 
tral et al (946): See St Louis Hay & 
Grain Co vs Mobile & Ohio et al (757); 
post. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs Louisiana Rail- 
way & Navigation Co et al (2249 and 
2205), 19 I C C Rep, 343. (1) In case 
No. 2249, complainant made a ship- 
ment of a carload of lumber from 
Atlanta, La., to Detroit, Mich., di- 
recting routing via Shreveport, care 
of the St Louis Southwestern via 
Thebes, care of Chicago & Eastern 
Illinois. The bill of lading originally 
named Cypress, Ill., as destination. 
Under the tariff regulations of the 
C & ET, a through rate of 21 cents 
to Cypress would have been appli- 
cable. Initial carrier, however, did 
not follow routing instructions of 
complainant, but made delivery at 
Baton Rouge, La., to the Yazoo & 
Mississippi Valley, which in turn 
failed to send shipment via the cheap- 
est, reasonably direct route, resulting 
in a rate of 38 cents being charged. 
Reparation awarded on basis of 21-cent 
rate. (2) In Case No 2205, a shipment 
was made from Atlanta to Cypress 
and reconsigned to Chicago. The same 
routing instructions were given as in 
the case preceding. Had they been 
followed, a rate of 16 cents to Thebes, 
plus a rate of 10 cents to Chicago, 
would have been charged. Through 
an error in routing by initial carrier, 
shipment was delivered at Baton 
Rouge to the Yazoo & Mississippi 
Valley; an error in billing was here 
made ‘and the car sent forward to 
Chicago. The delivering line there. 
the Illinois Central, having discovered 
the mistake, sent the car to Marion, 
Ill., its usual point of interchange 
with the C & E I for Cypress ship- 
ments. Here it was refused by the 
Eastern Illinois; the Illinois Central 
notified the complainant, which gave 
instructions to have the car sent to 
Chicago. In the meantime, demurrage 
had accrued, reconsignment charge 
was assessed at Marion and a rate of 
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35 cents charged for the total trans- 
portation services rendered. Repara- 
tion awarded on basis of 26-cent rate 
and refund of demurrage and recon- 
— charges directed; Aug 13, 
p 257. 


Billings Chamber of Commerce vs Chi- 


cago, Burlington & Quincy (2788), 19 
ICC Rep, 71. This complaint alleges 
that C L and L C L class rates from 
Billings, Mont., to points in Wyo- 
ming on lines of defendant are unrea- 
sonable. Sheridan, Wyo., through its 
chamber of commerce, intervened in| 
behalf of the defendant, but prayed 
that any change made should protect 
its interests. The rates to the prin- 


cipal Wyoming points involved are as| 
follows: 








Station. Miles. Rate. 
Ere 131 70 
BO eee 141 74 
SOE Cd bievendees.s b> ws 157 82 
CE SEW Se bd be 4 b% oo OCs 174 90 
NEE 00s 5 we whe.e's 6.083 187 94 
ES A a Oe ree 194 98 
CE Soka bictac che ees 209 107 
oo. Aa 222 112 
BEE Tibi oe seb bd os 2 9 CCHS 242 128 
SE oc boo cw so 3- ons 118 81 
CEES a iath ake s vs boo hie 215 118 
SE ices tivnSs caeeceshe ae 121 
SE HE Whoa ty > sic + Ste wcub ad 235 125 
WEE “ost rate soe he-06 aa 245 128 
SNL <0. oes o's che ose ae ee 132 
NG Beh nas Cees eked 266 135 
, _. VBR eae 280 138 
CO eee eae 286 142 
MED 668% th ov cde envcees 293 145 
EE a va we tet was sbaceee 306 148 
1 BASIS es ee ey pee 313 151 
PURE Ss 0s 65 ck koe ee 321 155 


These rates, it appears, are higher 
than rates from and to any other 
points for similar distances on de- 
fendant’s lines and are much higher 
than are applied generally from and 
to points on lines of other carriers 
in the same general territory. The 
gravamen of the complaint is that 
the distributive rates, particularly on 
the first four classes, are unreason- 
able. Considering all the facts and 
circumstances in evidence pertain- 
ing to L C L shipments from Billings 
to points on defendant’s Wyoming 
lines, the Commissior ~ of the opin- 


ion that rates should _ .t exceed the 
following: 








Classes 

From Billings to— 1. 2. 3. 4. 
a 66 59 48 40 
Ee aoe ere 71 6§2 51 43 
EEE a Fe 71 62 51 43 
eae eee 74 65 54 44 
Rete L aeicenl eens 77 67 54 46 
QO acrid edbciveess 80 69 55 48 
Frannie Junction.... 66 59 48 40 
CI 5S anthisebad 71 62 51 3 
To , SSA ae 71 62 51 3 
a re ae ee: 74 65 £454 44 
DN Vees cbicet. é 80 69 55 48 
Greybull ......c.c08% 8 73 57 «49 
SES a 86 74 59 51 
Manderson ......... 89 76 62 54 
CO ee eee 92 80 65 57 
PEE. ois Sate cad 94 &3 67 59 
tg. le Pa 94 83 67 59 
NY = SUS ve wlé ny 98 86 69 =«61 
CHATHAM 2. ..0.6ce0 98 86 69 61 
PE iw Ves ncet bows 100 88 70 62 

ps | | ee ae 63 55 46 3 
Ranchester ......... 66 59 48 40 
PR he Scta leer coke 69 60 49 41 
Sheridan ........... 71 62 51 43 
US pie e008 6 acide ss 74 65 54 44 
HOO. Seldsuad de oth 0% 77 67 54 46 
MI 24 SE bse eee ck 77 67 584 46 
RY Sy aE ee 80 69 55 48 
Clearmomt . 0.56... Ss 6%06lUSTlC HH} 
See SSS 83 73 67 4 
PPE TS Pree 89 76 62 54 
ee s: 7% @ 4 
ne ee Sie same 92 80 65 £57 
TBARS Seopa 94 88 67 659 
_, Re eae 98 86 69 61 
NEE, badaclae ob ee 98 S86 69 61 
ee RTO EE eee 100 88 70 62 
PUTO © 6 le swec ess 103 91 72 64 
Re ee 103s 91 72 64 
Lh, a fee ees 105 94 73 66 
Moorcroft .......... 108 96 75 67 
|. Se ae 108 96 75 67 
TROPMtOM . iscsi ede 111 99 76 69 
. _. 4 ESS ary ears te 113 101 78 “70 
CO Pa 113 #101 7 “70 
SE. chs wa deere sic 115° 104 80 72 
I ig. es Jadnde Sdn 118 106 83 73 
| ES Ps ere 121 109 8&6 76 
Newcastle .......... 121 109 S86 76 
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The distance from Sheridan to branch- 
line points is uniformly 54 miles 
greater than from Billings. Heid, 
That rates from Sheridan to points 
on branch lines south of Toluca, 
Mont., should not exceed those from 
Billings to the same destinations by 
more than the following differentials: 
CRE Sis bad Sow ee cbedaacds 123 4 
OIA oo cel bes iiic et ee ay 
July 2, p 61. 

Block-Pollak Iron Co vs Houston, East 
& West Texas (3171), 19 I C C Rep, 
505. On March 11, 1908, complainant 
shipped a carload of scrap iron from 
Petersville, Tex., to Carondolet, Mo., 
and March 21, 1908, made a similar 
shipment. Bills of lading were ten- 
dered initial carrier, with a rate of 25 
cents named therein, but no routing 
instructions beyond terminal delivery 
were set forth. A route taking such a 
rate was actually available, but ini- 
tial carrier routed it via route taking 
a 46-cent rate. Reparation awarded; 
Nov 26, p 775. 


Boston & Montana Consolidated Copper 


& Silver Mining Co vs P R R, etc. 


(2383, 2384 and 2385). See Anaconda) 
Copper Mining Co vs Chi & E (2386),| 


_ ante. 
Board of Trade of the City of Chicago 


vs A T&S Fet al (3586). Complaint} 
involving reasonableness of defend-| 
ants’ transit rules dismissed, carriers) 


withdrawing tariff attacked and re- 
storing rules formerly in effect; Nov 
26, p 786; Oct 15, p 539; Nov 5, p 670. 

Bott Brothers Manufacturing Co vs 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al 
(3077), 19 I C C Rep, 136. Rates on 
staves and heading from  Harris- 
burg, Paragould, Jonesboro, Brinkley, 
Clarendon, Little Rock, Pine Bluff. 
Fordyce, Stephens, Camden, Texar- 
kana, Ark., and Malden, Mo., to 
Alexandria, Mo., ‘and Keokuk, Ia., 
are attacked as unreasonable, and the 
establishment of joint through rates 
to Alexandria prayed for. It appears 
that for some 15 years prior to Sep- 
tember, 1908, defendants maintained 
joint through rate of 17 cents from 
Harrisburg to Alexandria; effective 
that time, through rates were can- 
celed and a combination on St. Louis 
2 cents higher remained in effect; the 
former rate yielded 8 mills per ton 
per mile and lower rates are in effect 
from Alexandria to competitive points 
farther distant. Held, That 17-cent 
joint through rate, 30,000 minimum, 
should be re-established. * * * Rates 
from the other points of origin have 
been variously advanced from 2 to 5 
cents over what they were seven 
years prior to March 1, 1907. Held, 
That rates from Malden, Paragould 
and Jonesboro to Aiexandria should 
not exceed 15, 17 and 17 cents, re- 
spectively; other rates not found un- 
reasonable; July 9, p 100. 


Bowles & McCanless vs Louisville & 


Nashville (3226), 19 I C C Rep, 563. 
Defendant's rate on sheep, single or 
double deck, was $40 per car from 
- Louisville, Ky., to Columbia, Tenn., 
from June, 1901, to September, 1907; 
effective Sept 4. 1907. rates of $44 per 
car, single, and $134, double deck, were 
established; defendant admits the 
$134 rate was published in error, and, 
effective Jan 23, 1910, the $40 rate was 
restored on both classes of equipment. 
Between June 22, 1908, and June 13, 
1909, complainant made various ship- 
ments, aggregating 10 single-deck 
cars; no less than two were shipped 
at one time and complainant alleges 
that shipment could have been loaded 
in double-deck cars; this defendant 
admits, but it appears that complain- 
ant wanted the $44 rate, not then 
available for double-deckers, and that 
the complainant elected to ship in two 
single-decks at $88 what could have 
been carried in one double-deck at 
$44. Held, That complainant is enti- 
tled to reparation on the basis of $44 
for double cars, or $220; Dec 17, p 917. 


Breese-Trenton Mining Co et al vs Wa- 


bash et al (2768), 19 I C C Rep, 598. 
This complaint attacks the reason- 
ableness of defendants’ rate of $2 per 
ton on soft coal from East St. Louis, 
Tll., to Omaha and South Omaha, 
Neb., and asks for a restoration of 
the old rate, which was in effect for 
a number of years prior to April 25, 
1909, of $1.80. Complainants’ mines 
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are located in what is known as ¢ 

inner group of Illinois mines. Whi 
the total through charges from points 
of origin to destination are not a'- 
tacked, it was shown that from June, 
1906, to January, 1909, the rate was 
from $2.20 to $2.22 per ton; that in 
January and February of 1909, rates 
to East St. Louis were reduced to 25 
cents, making the total through 
charge now $2.25 to Omaha. Defend- 
ants showed that there was a rela- 
tionship between through rates from 
points in Illinois to Omaha and the 
through rates from mine groups i: 
said state, and that the continuance 
of the $1.80 rate would compel a re 

duction over direct lines to Omaha 
from points as far north.as Chicago. 
It is manifest that the rate from 
East St. Louis to Omaha has at all 
times had reference, to competitive 
conditions and since ft has been held 
that a carrier may for competitive 
reasons establish a rate lower than it 
could justly be compelled by the 
Commission to establish, and when it 
has done so the maintenance of such 
rate under former and different con- 
ditions (not altered by any illegal act 
of its own) than those existing when 
the rate is later advanced has not 
the same weight and force as proof 
in the nature of an admission of the 
reasonableness of the former rate as 
ordinarily attaches to the long con- 
tinuance of a rate voluntarily estab- 
lished and maintained under other 
conditions, and, per se, the Commis- 
sion is unable to find the advanced 
rate complained of unreasonable, the 
complaint is dismissed; Dec 31, p 988. 


Cameron, Wm., & Co, Inc, vs Houston, 


East & West Texas et al (2876), 19 I 
C C Rep, 146. (1) On Sept 7, 1907, 
complainant shipped a carload of 
lumber from  Davisville, Tex., to 
Santa Rita, N. M., routed care of 
Santa Fe at El Paso. Via this route, 
a combination of 39 cents was in 
effect. Initial carrier, however, mis- 
routed, delivering shipment to Santa 
Fe at Cleveland, Tex., resulting in 
an overcharge of $114.97. Initial car- 
rier admits liability for misrouting. 
Reparation awarded. (2) On Dee 21, 
1907, complainant shipped a carload 
of lumber from Saron, Tex., to Altus, 
Okla. No routing instructions were 
given, except the bill of lading in- 
dorsement that consignment was to 
move at 28.5-cent rate. The lowest 
combination then in effect was 33.5 
cents. Prior to the movement, the 
28.5-cent rate was in effect, but had 
been canceled; it was restored about 
a year later and subsequently reduced 
to 25 cents. Held, That rate at time 
shipment moved should not have ex- 
ceeded 28.5 cents; reparation awarded 
on that basis; July 9, p 104. 


Canadian Valley Grain Co vs Chicago, 


Rock Island & Pacific et al (2443), 19 
I C C Rep, 108. Damages are here 
asked because of loss alleged to have 
been sustained by reason of the de- 
fendants’ failure to post a tariff at 
Calvin, Okla., under which the rate 
on snap corn from that point to De 
Queen and Wilton, Ark,, was ad- 
vanced from 19 to 23 cents; ship- 
ments upon which reparation are 
asked to the difference in the rates, 
sales having been made f. o. b., des- 
tinations, moved March 18 and 24, 
1908; the tariff advancing the rate 
went into effect March 13, but was 
not posted for public inspection at 
Calvin before shipments moved; Held, 
That the record herein brings the 
complaint within the principle an- 
nounced in Kiel Woodenware Co vs 
CM & St P Ry Co, 18 IC C Rep, 242, 
where reparation was awarded for 
the failure of a carrier to post a tar- 
iff changing a rate, and upon the au- 
thority of that decision complainants 
are awarded reparation; July 9, p 102. 


Chappelle, Pat., vs Louisville & Nash- 


ville (2548). 19 I C C Rep, 456.. Peti- 
tion of defendant for rehearing de- 
nied, the Commission reaffirming its 
right to exercise jurisdiction over 
private cars when used for the con- 
veyance of amusement outfits, theat- 
rical companies and the like; Nov 5, 
p 643. 


Chicago Car Lumber Co vs Louisville 


& Nashville (3136), 19 I C C Rep, 438. 
On Dec 16 and 17, 1908, complainant 
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City of Spokane, Wash., et al vs North- 
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delivered four carloads of ties for 
shipment from ‘Tennessee Ridge, 
Tenn., to Shirley, Ind. For the move- 
ment from Tennessee Ridge to Louis- 
ville, Ky., 34 cents was charged, be- 
ing a 33-cent rate, plus a 1l1-cent 
bridge toll across the Ohio river; sub- 
sequently defendants refunded down 
to 9 cents, the rate applicable be- 
tween Tennessee Ridge and Evans- 
ville, Ind., on the direct line to Shir- 
ley via another route; complainant 
insists that the rate from Tennessee 
Ridge to Louisville was 8 cents on 
lumber. Following numerous deci- 
sions of the Commission that tie rates 
should not exceed lumber, reparation 
is awarded; Oct 29, p 611. 















ern Pacific et al (879), 19 I C C Rep, 
162. In disposing of the original Spo- 
kane case, 15 I C C Rep, 376, the 
Commission held that the class rates 
from St. Paul and Chicago to Spo- 
kane were unreasonable; some 34 
commodity rates were also attacked 
and readjustments were ordered. 
Following the promulgation of this 
order, the Union Pacific asked to be 
relieved from its operation, on the 
ground that it operated via a longer 
route and that via this the rates were 


unduly low; temporary relief was 
granted, 16 I C C Rep, 179. While the 
original order dealt with only the 


class and 34 commodity rates, it was 
understood that the whole adjust- 
ment was involved, and specific at- 
tack on the remaining commodity 
rates, some 580 in number, was later 
made. The defendants were requested 
to work out a comprehensive scheme 
of readjustment, which would serve, 
not only for Spokane, but for other 
intermountain territory; such a sched- 
ule was prepared, but met with pro- 
tests from the complainants and the 
coast cities. Four questions are here 
presented for decision: 1. Shall the 
scheme of rates proposed by the de- 
fendants be adopted? 2. If not, what 
rates shall be established from Chi- 
cago and St. Paul? 3. Shall rates be 
established from territory east of 
Chicago? and 4, What rates shall be 
applied to intervening intermountain 
cities? 1. Rates to coast terminals 
are said to be greatly influenced by 


water competition; it is claimed, 
however, that present rates do not 
fully meet this competition, and in 


planning the Spokane schedule, de- 
fendants adopted the premise that 
terminal rates would have to be 
shaded 25 per cent to fully meet the 
sea competition. Therefore, the Spo- 
kane basis, as proposed, is constructed 
of a combination of rates 75 per cent 
of the present terminal rates, plus a 
rate 16%g per cent less than the local 
from the coast to Spokane. This rate 
is applied to Chicago and from the 
Mississippi river, but from the Mis- 
souri river rates about 10 per cent 
less were proposed; about 50 per cent 
of the rates from Colorado common 
points were made on the Missouri 
river basis, and the balance about 10 
per cent less. In: cases where com- 
modities are produced in considerable 
quantities in Chicago territory and 
points west, rates from points east 
are made by adding the local to, Chi- 
cago to the Chicago rate beyond; 
whereas, where the article is pro- 
duced exclusively at points east of 
Chicago, the local to Chicago is sub- 
tracted from the through rate ob- 
tained as above, in effect, applying 
the Chicago rate to the point of ori- 
gin. The most serious objection the 
Commission finds to the adjustment 
is the fundamental basis, viz., Chi- 
cago to Spokane; the terminal rate 
factor used in making this rate ap- 
plies from all territory east of the 
Mississippi as a blanket to the coast; 
then, why should not the Spokane 
rate also be blanketed east? It ap- 
pears to be the manifest purpose of 
the schedule to compel Spokane to 
buy in the middle west. Again, at- 
tention is called to the fact that this 
schedule is limited in application to 
Spokane, and is not a comprehensive 
basis for a general, equitable adjust- 
ment to all the intermountain and far 
western territory. ‘‘The scheme of 
the defendants is founded upon facts 
which do not exist, is constructed 
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upon a theory that cannot be approved, 
and is of no assistance in solving the 
general problem before the Commis- 
sion. While we recognize that these 
defendants have made an honest ef- 
fort to meet the situation by the con- 
struction of these schedules, we are 
constrained to withhold our approval.”’ 
2. In dealing with the rates that 
should be put into effect the Com- 
mission takes occasion to explain its 
treatment of the testimony given as 
to the valuation and earnings of the 
properties involved: The attack of 
the complainants was against the 
whole schedule, not a single rate; the 
defendants claimed reductions would 
violate their constitutional rights; 
therefore, whether reductions became 
a deprivation of property became a 
fundamental issue; it was necessary 
to first determine whether the result 
of wholesale reductions would mean 
denying the carriers a fair return; 
the whole purpose of the Commis- 
sion’s investigations in these fields 
was not to ascertain whether rates 
should be, but whether they could be, 
reduced. After a consideration of the 
testimony offered on the various rates 
the Commission proposes a schedule 
covering the whole 500 odd commodi- 
ties, as well as class rates. Six ter- 
ritories are defined, viz., 1, Missouri 
river territory, Missouri river and 
common points; 2, Mississippi river 
territory, Mississippi river and com- 
mon points; 3, Chicago territory, Chi- 
cago and common points; 4, Detroit 
territory, Cincinnati-Detroit and com- 
mon points; 5, Pittsburg territory, 
Pittsburg-Buffalo and common points, 
and 6, New York territory, New York- 
Boston and common points. The class 
rates proposed are as follows: 








Classes— 
From— 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 
Mo. river...$2.50 $2.17 $1.83 $1.58 $1.33 
Miss. river. 2.80 2.42 2.03 1.71 1.43 
Chicago . 2.90 2.51 2.09 1.75 1.47 
Cin.-Detroit 3.05 2.63 2.19 1.81 1.52 
Pittsburg .. 3.20 2.76 2.29 1.87 1.57 
New York.. 3.50 3.01 2.49 2.00 1.67 
Classes— 
From— A. B. Cc. D. E. 
Mo. river...$1.33 $1.04 $0.83 $0.79 $0.71 
Miss. river. 1.46 1.14 .91 .86  .78 
Chicago - 1.50 1.18 .94 89 =§=.80 
Cin.-Detroit 1.56 1.23 .98 .92  .83 
Pittsburg .. 1.62 1.28 1.03 .96 .86 
New York.. 1.75 1.38 1.11 1.03 -93 


(Owing to the number, as well as the 
fact that a definite order in the mat- 
ter has not yet been made, the indi- 
vidual commodity rates applying from 
said territories to Spokane are not 
here given.) 3. What was done in the 
matter of territories from which rates 
should apply is outlined in the pre- 
ceding summary. The establishment 
of joint through, graded rates from 
these territories to Spokane is or- 
dered. This readjustment includes a 
lessening of the spread between Chi- 
eago and St. Paul class and com- 
modity rates to Spokane, as fixed in 
the original decision in this case. 
4. With respect to points to which Spo- 
kane rates should apply, it is Held, 
that Baker City, La Grande and Pen- 
dleton, Ore., and Walla Walla, Wash.. 
should be given these rates, as well 
as those points which in the past 
have taken Spokane rates. Before 
making a final order in the matter, 
the Commission requires that car- 
riers make a three months’ check of 
revenues actually received and what 
would have accrued had the rates 
prescribed herein been in effect (July 
2, p 3). Announced that order will 
be postponed till about May 1, 1911; 





Oct 29, p 618. 

Clark Brothers Coal Mining Co vs 
Pennsylvania (1111). 19 I C C Rep. 
386; See Jacoby & Co vs same (1139), 
post. 


Cleary Brothers Co vs Chicago & 
Northwestern et al (3284), 19 IC C 
Rep, 588. Complainant here attacks 


rate of 22 cents assessed on beer from 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Escanaba and 
Gladstone, Mich., between January, 
1909, and January, 1910, and alleges 
it should not have exceeded 19 cents. 
At time shipments moved, 19 cents 
was the rate from certain Illinois and 
Iowa points to Escanaba, and this 
rate was blanketed beyond to more 
northerly points; Aug 20, 1910, the 








19-cent rate was made effective at 
Escanaba and Gladstone on traffic 
from Milwaukee; recently an effort 
was made to increase this to 21 cents, 
but the tariff containing said rate 
was suspended. Held, That rate as- 
sessed was unreasonable; reparation 
awarded on 19-cent basis, but ques- 
Mo agg future rates reserved; Dec 24, 
p 948. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Association vs 
Colorado & Southern et al (2828), 19 
I C C Rep, 478. This case involves 
the reasonableness and lawfulness of 
defendants’ rates on bituminous coal 
from the Walsenburg district in Colo- 
rado to points on the Rock Island in 
Kansas and Nebraska. Apart from 
the charge of deviation from the long- 
and-short-haul section, no question is 
herein involved that was not disposed 
of in Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co vs 
Cc & S Ry Co, 16 I C C Rep, 387; and 
as to the long-and-short-haul feature, 
in accordance with the provisions of 
the fourth section as amended June 
18, 1910, no order at this time will be 
made; Nov 26, p 767. 


Commercial Club of Omaha vs Ander- 
son & Saline River et al (3056), 19 I 
CC Rep, 419. Application of certain 
of the defendants in this case for a 
rehearing, vide 18 I C C Rep, 532, 
denied; Nov 5, p 642. 

Commercial Club of Omaha vs Balti- 
more & Ohio et al (2915), 19 IC C 
Rep, 397. This complaint puts in is- 
sue the lawfulne&8s of defendants’ 
rates on butter, eggs and poultry 
from Omaha, Neb., to Central Freight 
and Atlantic seaboard territories. 
The rates are made up of combina- 
tions upon either the Mississippi 
river or Chicago, Ill.; they are at- 
tacked as unreasonable, per se, and in 
comparison with rates on other per- 
ishables; joint rates and through 
rates are asked. Rates to representa- 
tive points are as follows: 

Poultry (Dressed). 


Less Than 
To— Carload. Carload. 
Indianapolis, Ind.. $0.72 $0.97 

Pittsburg, Pa..... .90 1.16% 
Syracuse, N. Y... 1.05 1.33% 
Philadelphia, Pa.. 1.18 1.45% 
New York, N. Y.. 1.20 1.47% 
Boston, Mass..... 1.27 1.54% 
Butter and Eggs. 

Less Than 

To— Carload. Carload. 
Indianapolis, Ind.. $0.67 $0.77 
Pittsburg, Pa..... .84 .94 
Syracuse, N. Y... .97 1.09 
Philadelphia, Pa.. 1.08 1.19 
New York, N. Y.. 1.10 1.21 
Boston, Mass..... 1.16 1.27 


Complainant rests its case peony” 
on following grounds: Ist, That ex- 
pense of L C L greatly exceeds C L 
business, and, if former are remune- 
rative, lower rates should be given on 
the C L traffic; 2d, That present rates 
are unreasonable because constructed 
on a combination of intermediate lo- 
cals; and 3d, That the rates are un- 
reasonable in comparison to those on 
fresh meats, fruits, etc. The rates 
east of the Mississippi, however, are 
any-quantity, and carriers bear the 
expenses of icing on this business and 
on straight L C L; on the C L ship- 
ments to the basing point, the shipper 
is charged with refrigeration; on the L 
C L it is absorbed by the western 
earrier. Taking all the factors that 
produce a difference in cost of hand- 
ling between C L and L C L traffic 
into consideration, it is Held, That 
the Commission would not be justified 
in accentuating the advantage the 
carload shipper has west of the Mis- 
sissippi by lowering the eastern fac- 
tors as applied to the through move- 
ment or by establishing joint through 
carload rates on a lower level than 
the present combination. 2d. The 
second ground upon which complain- 
ant’s case is predicated has already 
been considered by the Commission 
in several cases of the first impor- 
tance. This element alone would not 
afford sufficient reason for a justifica- 
tion in rates. 3d. Considering the 
history of the meat rates and the 
volume of traffic moving, these can- 
not be taken as criterions of the rea- 
sonableness of the dairy products 
charges; the difference in character, 


value and conditions of transporta- 
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tion of the other perishables also ex- 
clude them as standards of compari- 
rma Complaint dismissed; Nov 5, Pp 
4. 


Commercial Club of Omaha vs Chicago 
& Northwestern et al (3049, 19 I.C C 
Rep, 156. Attack is here made on 
the rates on lumber to certain points 
in Colorado, Kansas and Wyoming 
from Omaha, South Omaha and 
Council Bluffs as unreasonable, per 
se, and unduly discriminatory. Great 
stress is laid on the fact that the 
through rates from most of the 
southern producing points to destina- 
tions hereinafter mentioned are less 
than the combination on Omaha. 
Complainant’s witnesses testified that 
their competition was largely with fir 
and white pine from the Pacific coast 
and the far northwest; reference was 
made to anticipated further disadvan- 
tages to Omaha because of reductions 
from 5 to 9 cents in rates on fir from 
the northwest to South Dakota and, 
while it was admitted that, even with 
these reductions, there would remain 
an advantage in the rates on the 
southern products, it was contended 
that the higher prices f. 0. b. the 
southern mills made a difference in 
rates in their favor, as against rates 
from the Pacific coast, necessary. It 
was also shown that only about 10 
per cent of complainant’s shipments 
to points at issue of southern lumber 
to points at issue are made locally 
from Omaha. * Defendants deny the 
rates are unreasonable and declare 
complainant is not warranted in ex- 
pecting carriers to equalize, by rate 
adjustments, disadvantages in mar- 
ket conditions. While the Commis- 
sion itself cannot subscribe to the 
theory that Omaha dealers should be 
allowed to mix, sort and merchandise 
lumber at Omaha and dispose of it in 
all the territory involved on combi- 
nation rates no higher than the joint 
through rates from points of produc- 
tion to points of consumption, it is of 
the opinion that rates from Omaha 
and South Omaha are too high and 
should be reduced, as shown in the 
following tables: ‘ 

Rates herein 


Present found to be 
From Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 


Mahaska, Kan.... 10.0 9.0 
Narka, Kan....... 11.0 9.0 
Munden, Kan..... 11.0 
Belleville. Kan.... 


Rydal, Kan....... 
Scandia, Kan...... 
Courtland, Kan... 
Formosa, Kan..... 
Montrose, Kan.... 
Mankato, Kan.... 
Otego, Kan........ 
Esbon, Kan....... 
Lebanon, Kan..... 
Bellaire, Kan..... 
Smith Center, Kan. 
Athol, Kan........ 
Kensington, Kan.. 
Agra, Kan........ 
Gretna, Kan....... 
Phillipsburg, Kan. 
Stuttgart, Kan.... 
Prairie View, Kan. 
Almena, Kan..... 
Calvert, Kan...... 
Norton, Kan...... 
Dellvale, Kan..... 
Clayton, Kan..... 
Jennings, Kan.... 
Dresden, Kan..... 
Selden, Kan....... 
Rexford, Kan..... 
Gem, Kan......... 
Colby, Kan....... 
Levant, Kan...... 
Brewster, Kan.... 
Edson, Kan....... 
Goodland, Kan.... 
Ruleton, Kan..... 
Kanorado, Kan... 
Burlington, Colo.. 
Tracy, Wyo....... 
Egbert, Wyo...... 
Burns, Wyo....... 
Hillsdale, Wyo.... 
Durham, Wyo..... 
Archer, Wyo...... 
Cheyenne, Wyo... 
Julesburg, Colo.... 
Weir, Colo........ 
Adrian, Colo...... 
Ovid, Colo........ 
Sedgwick, Colo.... 
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Rates herein 


Red Lion, Colo.... 23.0 19.5 
Crook, Colo....... 23.0 20.0 
Proctor, Colo..... 23.0 20.0 
Powell, Colo...... 23.0 20.0 
Cliff, Colo......... 23.0 20.0 
Ford, Colo......... 28.0 20.5 
Hayford, Colo..... 23.0 20.5 
Sterling, Colo..... 23.0 20.5 
Beet Sugar Fac- 

tory Spur, Colo. 23.0 20.5 
Beem, OOIG.... cdcce 23.0 20.5 
Atwood, Colo..... 23.0 20.5 
Merino, Colo...... 23.0 21.0 
Beta, Colo......... 23.0 21.0 
Messex, Colo...... 23.0 21.0 
Balzac, Colo...... 23.0 21.0 
Union, Colo....... 23.0 21.0 
Cooper, Colo...... 23.0 21.0 
Snyder, Colo...... 23.0 21.0 
Dodd, Colo........ 23.0 21.5 
Fort Morgan, Colo. 23.0 21.5 
Narrows, Colo..... 23.0 21.5 
Weldon, Colo..... 23.0 22.0 
3x00drich, Colo.... 23.0 22.0 
Orchard, Colo..... 23.0 22.0 
Sublette, Calo..... 23.0 22.0 
Masters, Colo..... 23.0 22.0 
Canton, Colo...... 23.0 22.5 
Hardin, Colo...... 23.0 22.5 
Sand Pit Spur, 

ee eee 23.0 22.5 
Kuner, Colo....... 23.0 22.5 
Kersey, Colo...... 23.0 22.5 
Auburn, Colo...... 23.0 22.5 


Beet Siding Spur, 

GeOG: < hewetia cons 23.0 22.5 
This revision will, of course, result in 
reductions in rates from Council 
Bluffs, rates from that point being 
based on fixed differentials or arbi- 
traries over Omaha; July 9, p 85. 


Commercial Club Traffic Bureau of 


Salt Lake City, Utah, vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218. This complaint, 
brought by the business interests of 
Salt Lake City, but equally to 
the advantage of Provo and Ogden, 
puts in issue class, commodity, im- 
port and passenger rates to and from 
said Utah common points. The bur- 
den of defense was assumed by the 
Union Pacific and Denver & Rio 
Grande roads, which claimed that 
the reductions sought would not, if 
actually confiscating their property, 
impair their income to such an ex- 
tent as to deprive them of a just 
and reasonable return upon the value 
of their property. For the purpose 
of substantiating this claim a great 
amass of testimony on original and 
reproduction costs, results of opera- 
tion under present rates and losses 
that would result from the reduc- 
tions asked for, has been introduced. 
As in the Spokane case, the Com- 
mission holds there is nothing to 
justify the maintenance of abnorma! 
rates; rates may properly be some- 
what higher west of the Missouri 
river than east, but there is no rea- 
son why such rates upon the Union 
Pacific between the issouri river 
and Utah common points’. should 
greatly exceed similar rates upon 
other railroads in other portions of 
the country where the density of 
traffic and the conditions of opera- 
tion are analogous. The rates in- 
volved on this proceeding may well 
be adjusted upon substantially the 
same basis as was applied to the 
northern lines to Spokane. (1) Com- 
plainant attacks class rates in both 
directions between Chicago, Missis- 
— and Missouri river rate terri- 
tories, upon the one hand, and Utah 
points, upon the other. The rates 
complained of, and those prayed for, 
are: 


1 2 3 4 5 


From Chicago: 
Rates in effect...285 240 198 160 133 
Rates prayed for.196 170 144 124 108 
From Mississippi river: 
Rates in effect...265 220 188 155 128 
Rates prayed for.190 164 139 120 104 
From Missouri river: 
Rates in effect...205 175 153 128 106 
Rates prayed for.168 146 123 106 92 


B Cc D E 


From Chicago: 
Rates in effect...138 110 97 69 58 
Rates prayed for.105 82 65 65 58 


m Mississippi river: 


Rates in effect...130%4 102% 92 64 53 
Rates prayed for.101 79 63 63 53 
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From Missouri river: 
Present found to be} Rates in effect. ..106 83 75 
From Omaha to— rates. reasonable.| Rates prayed for. 90 70 56 


50% 42 
50% 42 
Held, That rates between points in 
question should not exceed the fol- 
lowing, viz.: 


Class rates, in cents per 100 pounds. 








Classes 
3 4 5 


1 2 


Chicago ........... 245 207 172 139 115 
Mississippi river...227 189 163 134 111 
Missouri river.....190 162 142 119 98 





Classes ———— 

A B Cc =— 6 6 
ree 115 95 84 62 52 
Mississippi river ..111 88 80 57 48 
Missouri river .... 98 77 70 50 42 


(2) Complaint also attacks commodity 
rates from the same points to Utah 
common points. The Commission is 
of the opinion that present rates are 
unreasonable and has prepared a 
schedule of reasonable rates for 
adoption. (Owing to the fact that no 
definite order has yet been issued 
with respect to these rates, as well 
as the large number involved, no at- 
tempt is here made to name the 
specific rates.) (3) Attack is also 
made upon eastbound rates on 14 
commodities. A general claim is 
made that the rates in effect from 
Utah common points are unreason- 
able as compared with those from 
Pacific coast terminals. The rate on 
catsup, in tin, glass or earthenware, 
boxed, minimum 40,000 pounds,. is 
85 cents from coast terminals’ to 
Missouri river points and beyond; 
from Salt Lake City it is $1.28 to the 
Mississippi river and $1.33 to Chicago 
with a minimum of 36,000 pounds. 
Held, That rate to Mississippi river 
and Coicage should not exceed 85 
cents, 40,000 pounds minimum. In 
the case of hides, pelts, tallow and 
wool rates from the coast terminals 
to Missouri river and beyond are 
lower than from Utah points to Chi- 
cago. The Commission, however, 
has these commodities before it in 
several other complaints, and there 
is nothing in the present record upon 
which a satisfactory conclusion could 
be reached. (4) Complaint is also 
made of the rate on citrus and 
deciduous fruits from California points 
of production. In most cases the 
rate is $1.15. This is a blanket rate 
applying from Salt Lake to the east- 
ern seaboard. While this Commission 
has often approved blanket rates, 
where the application of such a rate 
clearly imposes unjust and unreason- 
able charges at the nearer point, 
this fact cannot be excused or ignored 
simply because a rate less than just 
is granted more distant points. Upon 
no theory can the Commission justif 
the rate to Salt Lake City. Held, 
That rate should not exceed $1. (5) 
Complainant asks certain proportional 
import rates upon Asiatic business 
moving through Pacfic coast ports. 
It is well understood that these rates 
are made in competition with the 
Suez canal. The rates complained 
of are in all cases blanket rates ap- 
plying to the Missouri river and be- 
yond; there are but nine commodities, 
antimony ware, baskets, brushes, 
camphor, earthenware, guns, rugs, 
Sago and tea. Upon the first seven 
no rates are in effect to Utah points; 
upon the last two rates are slightly 
higher than those to eastern terri- 
tory. Held, That rates on all articles 
named to Utah points should not ex- 
ceed those contemporaneously in force 
to the Missouri river. (6) Complainant 
assails first-class one-way fares be- 
tween Salt Lake City, Ogden and 
Provo and Denver, Omaha, Portland, 
San Francisco and Los Angeles. 
Present rates to Denver and Omaha 
are upon a 3-cent per mile basis via 
the short line distance. While the 
average passenger earnings of 
the Union Pacific are high, the Com- 
mission is not prepared to hold that 
the rates to Denver and Omaha 
should be reduced. To the California 
points the average receipts are 3% 
cents per mile. Held, That rate be- 
tween Salt Lake and Provo and Los 
Angeles should not exceed $25: be- 
tween Ogden and Los_ Angeles, 
$26.10; between Ogden and San Fran- 
ciseo, $23.58: Salt Lake City and San 
Francisco, $24.69, and Provo and San 
Francisco, $26.04 (July 2, p 25). An- 
nounced that order will not be made 
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effective until about May 1, 1911; Oct. 
29, p 618. 

Corporation Commission of the State 
of North Carolina vs Norfolk & West- 
ern et al (1398), 19 I C C Rep, 303. 
This complaint is brought on behalf 
of shippers and consumers in the 
cities of Winston-Salem and Durham, 
N. C., and Norfolk & Western points 
intermediate between Durham and 
Lynchburg, Va., and Winston-Salem; 
Roanoke, Richmond, Petersburg, 
Suffolk and Norfolk, Va., and the 
Southern and Seaboard Air Line rail- 
ways intervened on behalf of the de- 
fendants. It is alleged that defend- 
ant’s charges on classes, grain and 
products, hay and packing-house prod- 
ucts from Chicago and East St. 
Louis, lll., Louisville, Ky., Columbus 
and Cincinnati, O., to Durham and 
Winston-Salem are unjust and unrea- 
sonable and unduly prefer the “Vir- 
ginia Cities;’’ that rates between 
Norfolk & Western stations in Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia, on one 
hand, and stations in North Caro- 
lina, on the other, are discriminatory; 
that coal rates are also preferential 
to the Virginia cities and that rates 
on lumber from Durham and Winston- 
Salem to Cincinnati, Columbus and 
other western points are unjust and 
unreasonable. Existing rates are 
shown in the following tables: 


Rates to Roanoke, Lynchburg, Richmond 
and Norfolk, Va., 

—————_Classes—-——_—_—_—_- 

1 2 3 4 5 6 


From— 
Cincinnati ..62 53% 40% 27% 23 18% 
Louisville ...62 53% 40% 27% 23 18% 


E. St. Louis.84% 73 55% 38 32 26 
Chicago ..... 72 €@2 4% 32 23% 2 
Commodities 


Grain and grain Packing- 
products. house 

Flour, Grain, Hay, products, 

Km Ch Co Cc. L. 

From— 

Cincinnati ...13% 138% 23 23 
Louisville ....13% 13% 23 23 
E. St. Louis.18 18 32 32 
Chicago ...... 16% 16% 27 27 


Short-line distances. 
To Cincin- To Louis- To East To 
nati ville St.Louis Chicago 


Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. 

Distances from— 
Roanoke . 456 498 769 740 
Lynchburg 472 535 806 756 
Richmond.. 580 644 915 865 
Norfolk... 667 730 1,001 951 


Rates to Winston-Salem and Dur- 
ham, N, C., in cents, 





——-Classes—————-—- 

From— 1 2 er ee Se 
Cincinnati ....... 93 79 64 47 40 31 
Louisville ........ 93 79 64 47 40 51 


East St. Louis...126 108 86 62 53 41 


Ree os ne eases 128 109 86 62 53 41 
————_Commodities—————_ 
Grain and grain Packing- 
products. house 
Flour, Grain, Hay. products. 
From— Cc. L. ‘ . Le 5 
Cincinnati ...29% 28h. 29 37 
Louisville ....29% 28% 29 37 
. St. Louis.38% 35% 36 49 
Chicago ...... 35 34 44 49 
same .....-. *341, ee eeee 


Short-line distances. 
To Cincin- To Louis- To East To 
nati ville St.Louis Chicago 





Miles. Miles. Miles. Miles. 
Distances from 
Winston- 
Salem ..588 565 836 863 
Durham _.578 640 971 873 
*Durham, 


Rates charged by the Norfolk & 
Western on shipments from Roanoke 
to Winston-Salem and from Lynch- 
burg to Durham are shown by the 
following table: 
Class 
123 45 6 
ja diidhas es diac 61 51 42 32 28 21 
eiddaavet 61 51 42 32 28 21 
—__——_Class——_—__—_ 
ABCDEFHAdTs K 
8 28 42 32 25 14 








Durham 
Winston-Salem 


Durham ........17 22 211 

Winston-Salem 17 22 21 18 28 42 32 25 14 
———Class———_ 

L M N 
I 50k. 6 a5's 44.0 n:6 0 $1.90 $2.20 $35.00 
Winston-Salem ....... 1.90 2.20 35.00 
——Class—— 

Oo P 
ht oak 5 ae ok aw ce nl $26.00 $22.09 
Winston-Salem ....... weeeeee26.00 22.00 
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Packing 

house 

Flour, Grain, Hay, prod’ts, 

C.%. Gi tev. Cdn De 

Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
a 21 18 18 22 
Winston-Salem 18% 17% 18 22 


These rates are applicable from _ all 
Virginia gateways. Rates from Chi- 
cago and East St. Louis to Carolina 
territory are made upon combina- 
tions, but do not exceed the Virginia 
cities combinations; from Cincinnati 
and Louisville through rates are made 
by using proportionals to the Virginia 
cities plus locals beyond These pro- 
= are as follows: 
Oe occs0s sucses cca 2 Se 
WS aon atcha $2 28 22 15 12 10 
and equal the difference between the 
Chicago rates to the Virginia cities 
and the locals from Chicago to Cin- 
cinnati. The contention of the com- 
plainant is that Winston-Salem and 
Durham are entitled to the same or 
lower rates from western points 
north of the Ohio river than are ap- 
plied to Virginia cities from the same 
point. The Commission has in sev- 
eral cases considered the adjustment 
of rates to the Virginia cities and 
again holds that there are conditions 
there non-existent at the Carolina 
points which defeat the claim of un- 
just discrimination against the latter 
cities. There still remains the ques- 
tion whether the rates are per sé 
reasonable. Defendants argue _ thal 
rates to Carolina points are made on 
the zone system and that any reduc- 
tion in rates to Winston-Salem and 
Durham would affect and_ disturb 
rates in a wide territory. But every 
city is entitled to the advantage of 
its natural location and may not law- 
fully be subjected to high rates 
merely because it has been included 
in some artificial rate system of a 
carrier. Considering the reasonable- 
ness of the rates per se from all 
roper standpoints, the Commission 
s of the opinion that certain reduc- 
tions should be made and it is there- 
fore, Held, That present class rates 
from Roanoke and Lynchburg should 
not exceed the following: 
Per 100 pounds. 


Class 

1. 3. 3. 4. 5. 6. 
Ce. Cy. Cts. Che. Cts. Cts. 
52 42 34 25 21 17 
Per 

Per 100 pounds. Per bbl. 100 Ibs. 
lass——_———- Class. Class. 

A B CS. 2 2S; Bei 


Cts. Cts. Cts. Cts. Cts. Cts, Cts. Cts. 
15 18 15 13 21 30 25 10% 
Per ton 2,000 





pounds. Per carload. 
—Class—— ———Class-— 
L. M. N. oO. P. 
$1.60 $1.85 $31.00 $21.00 $17.00 


That rates from Cincinnati should not 
exceed the following, viz.: 

CHAE i ccc ccccdte th = eo 
| ere re 84 71 57 42 37 29 
It is presumed that the present 
method of rate-making into this ter- 
ritory will be continued and that the 
aforesaid reductions will operate to 
eliminate the unreasonable rates from 
other western points; accordingly no 
order is made with respect to these 
specific charges at this time. Held 
further, That there is nothing in the 
record to justify condemning the 
present rates on flour, grain and 
packinghouse products and hay east- 
bound and lumber westbound (July 16, 
p 126). Effective date of order post- 
poned from Oct 1 to Nov 1; Sept 17, 
p 425. 

Craig. W. P., Lumber Co vs Virginian 
Railway et al (3104), 19 I C C Rep, 
144. Complaint is here made of a 
combination rate of 24 cents, plus a 
switching charge of $1.50 per car, on 
lumber from Victoria, Va., to Alli- 
ance, O., October, 1909. Shipment 
moved via Norfolk, Va., and took the 
lowest combination then in effect. 
Recently a joint through rate of 19.5 
cents has been established via Deep- 
water, Va. The rates charged, a com- 
bination of locals, were on the gen- 
eral basis of rates in the territories 
traversed and are not found to be un- 
reasonable. Complaint dismissed; 

. July 9, p 103. 

Crombie & Co et al vs Southern Pacific 


et al (3149), 19 I C C Rep, 561. A 


classification named same rating on 
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“pepper” as on “‘chile pepper.”’ Sub- 
sequently a commodity rate on “pep- 
per’ was established; Held, That 
commodity rates should be strictly 
applied and that such a rating on 
“pepper” does not take out of the 
classification any other article spe- 
cifically named therein, however anal- 
ogous, such as “chile pepper;’’ Dec 
17, p 911. 


Day, J. H., Co vs Baltimore & Ohio 
Southwestern et al (2855), 19 I C C 
Rep, 577. Complainant attacks 
charges assessed On three shipments 
of iron-drying racks from Brighton, 
O., to St. Louis, Mo., in August, 1909. 
Under the classification, double first- 
class rates, or 82 cents, were assessed 
and there was no carload rate appli- 
cable; at the same time, “racks, n o 
s,”’ took a carload rate of 35 cents, 
10,000 pounds minimum. Since April 1, 
1907, the Western Classification has 
provided a second-class rate on dry- 
ing racks in carloads, 10,000 pounds 
minimum. The second-class rate is 
now 34.5 cents. Reparation awarded 
on basis of 35-cent charge. No order 
as to future rates; Dec 24, p 950. 


Deeves, Griffen H., Lumber Co vs Chi- 
a & Northwestern et al (2409), 19 
I C Rep, 482. (1) On May 22, 1907, 
complainant shipped a carload of 
lumber from Beaudette, Minn., to 
Chicago, Ill., and reconsigned in tran- 
sit to Elsdon, Ill. In accordance with 
the lawfully published tariffs, a 
switching charge of $5 was paid at 
Chicago. Nine months later a tariff 
was ‘published providing for the ab- 
sorption of these charges. Complain- 
ant offered no evidence that the 
charge was unreasonable, other than 
the allegation that it was the policy 
of the delivering line to absorb 
charges on all competitive traffic at 
Chicago. Reparation denied. (2) On 
Oct 10, 1907, complainant shipped a 
carload of lumber from Greenville, 
Mo., to Roodhouse, Ill. Complaint is 
made that the charges assessed were 
unreasonable. Complainant did not 
appear at the hearing, and, with the 
exception of certain overcharges, the 
Commission is unable, on the evidence 
before it, to find that the rate, de- 
murrage and restaking charges paid 
were unreasonable. (3) Complainant 
seeks reparation on shipment of lum- 
ber from Dothan, Ga., to Chicago, 
Ti. It appears that the only 
reparation complainant would be en- 
titled to would be the two-cent excess 
outlawed in the Tifft yellow pine case. 
But complainant was party to the 
agreement for the settlement of all 
claims arising out of this case on the 
67 per cent basis. The present claim 
had not been filed with this Commis- 
sion or a Court of justice prior to 
entering into this agreement. Held, 
That under all the circumstances 
shown, complainant is not entitléd to 
an order of reparation; complaint 
dismissed: Nov 26, p 770. 

Douglas, W. L., Shoe Co et al vs 
Adams Express Co (3183), 19 I CC 
Rep, 539. It appears that after de- 
fendant had purchased the stock of a 
competing express company, a lower 
rate via rail and water from Brock- 
ton and other points in Massachusetts 
to New York City was withdrawn and 
the route abolished; upon petition of 
shippers asking that the rail-and- 
water rate and route be restored and 
praying for reparation; Held, That 
the Commission has not sufficient 
knowledge to attempt to make an or- 
der with respect to all the localities 
involved, but suggests to defendant 
that the original route and rate be 
restored or that an equivalent rate be 
established by some other route; if 
defendant does not within 60 days file 
its tariff in obedience to this sugges- 
tion, the matter will be set down for 
further investigation and a definite 
order will be made. Claim for repa- 
ration denied. Held further, That the 
Commission has no authority to order 
the rival company which sold out to 
defendant to restore this route and 
rate. If such authority resides any- 
where, it is in the courts, and not in 
this Commission; Dec 10, p 860. 

DuMee, Son & Co vs Alabama, Ten- 
nessee & Northern et al (3302), 19 IC 
C Rep, 575. Complaint is here made 
of a combination rate of 90 gents as- 
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sessed on shipments of compressed 
cotton linters, released to a valuation 
of 2 cents per pound, from Aliceville, 
Ala., to Philadelphia, Pa., July 23 and 
26, 1909. Defendants admit rate was 
excessive and agree with complainant 
to an adjustment on an 82-cent basis. 
Rate fixed at this figure and repara- 
tion awarded; Dec 24, p 949. 


Fish, S. T., & Co vs New York, Chicago 


& St Louis et al (3180), 19 I C C Rep, 
452. The complaint here involves two 
shipments of grapes from Portland, 
N. Y., to Chicago, Ill, and recon- 
signed, in one case, to Livingston, 
Ill., and in the other to Benld, Ill. In 
each case routing instructions were 
given, “protect through rate.” To 
Livingston the through rate via route 
used was a combination; to Benld, 
delivery was over a line that did not 
file tariffs with the Commission, but 
in both cases consignor’s instructions 
as to routing were observed. Com- 
plainant here seeks reparation on 
grounds of misrouting; Held,’ That 
allegation is not sustained; complaint 
dismissed; Nov 5, p 645. 


Fisk, Homer P., & Sons vs Boston & 


Maine (1590), 10 I C C Rep, 299. This 
complaint, filed June 6, 1908, alleges 
damages in connection with ship- 
ments of anthracite from Pennsyl- 
vania fields to Holyoke, Mass.; the 
traffic moved through Rotterdam Jct., 
Troy and Mechanicsville, N. Y., and 
thence via the line of the defendant. 
An award of $30,000 on account of de- 
layed shipments is asked, a like 
amount on account of unjust discrim- 
ination; $429.33 for loss in transit of 
one car and for two cars alleged to 
have been illegally removed from the 
control of the complainants by the 
defendant. No evidence was intro- 
duced in support of these claims, and, 
aside from the question of jurisdic- 
tion, no further consideration is 
given them. Reparation to the sum 
of $155.10 is asked for alleged unrea- 
sonable charges between Feb 25, 1903, 
and Jan 26, 1907, and $266.96 for al- 
leged violation of the long-and-short- 
haul clause because the rate to 
Springfield, Mass., is 5 cents less per 
100 pounds than to Holyoke, an inter- 
mediate point, and $353.93 alleged 
overcharge on demurrage. The juris- 
diction over shipments prior to June 6,| 
1906, which was two years prior to 
the time of filing this complaint, is 
questioned. Complainants contend the 
statute has not started to run because 
of a letter to the Commission, May 23, 
1907, in which coal rates to Holyoke 
and Springfield are set forth. This 
letter, however, was not filed as part 
of the claim, but was part of a corre- 
spondence concerning a general in- 
quiry then being conducted by the 
Commission, and the Commission does 
not feel justified in treating it as such 
a definite and independent claim as to 
defeat the plea of limitation. The claim 
for refund of demurrage seems to rest 
upon the fact that defendant canceled 
the credit account of complainant 
during 1907 and refused to déliver 
ears unless charges thereon had been 
paid. Pending the controversy over | 
this question, demurrage accrued on| 
several cars. In absence of proof that} 
the charges were unreasonable and 
discriminatory, the Commission is} 
unable to find warrant in the record | 
for ordering a refund of these charges. 
With respect to the alleged violation 
of the fourth section, the Commission 
finds a dissimilarity of circumstances 
and conditions at Springfield and 
Holyoke. Insofar as the reasonable- 
ness of a rate of $1.15 per ton on ship- 
ments from Rotterdam Jct. to Holy- 
oke is concerned, it was found that 
this was a local applying on ship- 
ments originating on the Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western, whereas the 
Boston & Maine has a 95-cent pro- 
portional applying on coal from other 
lines, which was forced by competi- 
tion with a more direct route into 
Springfield and Holyoke. The Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna & Western and the 
Delaware & Hudson publishéd no joint 
rate to Holyoke or Springfield. Held, 
That the $1.15 rate was not, under the 
circumstances disclosed of record, un- 
reasonable; July 9, p 109. 


Florida Cotton Oi] Co vs Central of 


Georgia et al (1659), 19 I C C Rep, 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


336. Complainant in this case asks 
for the establishment of joint through 
routes from 284 points in Georgia and 
one in Alabama on the Central of 
Georgia to Jacksonville, Fla., and 
that reasonable rates be fixed thereon; 
reparation is also prayed for on cer- 
tain shipments moving prior to the 
filing of this complaint. It appeared 
from the record that complainant had 
been put to considerable expense and 
annoyance through failure to have 
through routes established; numerous 
mistakes in billing occurred and the 


principa) defendant apparently offered | 
no explanation of its failure to estab- | 


lish said routes except the apparent 
general disinclination on the part of 
carriers to move cottonseed to mills 
not on their own lines. Held, That 
through routes to producing points to 
Jacksonville should be established. 
(2) From competitive points the Cen- 
tral of Georgia publishes the same 
rates to Jacksonville as apply to Sa- 
vannah; from non-competitive points, 
the combination of locals on Savan- 
nah or other junction points applies. 
The Commission cannot accede to 
complainant’s contention that non- 
competitive rate should be measured 
by competitive charges; neither does 
it consider, in this case, the fact that 
meal and hull rates are lower than 
cottonseed rates is persuasive of the 
unreasonableness of the present ad- 
justment. It does, however, find that 
present rates to Jacksonville are un- 
reasonable, and orders the following 
established: 


Rate 
RG Mad hcrtoin 454 eC whe o hw wie $2.60 
PONT, ABRs as 0 0.0 vt ie 'hn 6b CRS 0m 3.10 
ON eae eee. fh 
i. A ee eee eee 2.90 
CRS bc aiden dest idine ¥udemed 2.60 
PE I. oUiaclew Sbsdb'es cvciavioda 2.90 
SG bs civ ah ctv eRe abiceBia 3.10 
POP GR ceive ies cic ck cide 3.40 
MG id SWS WE ULis v Bde ob ee 3.10 
ES ee ee 3.50 
bu ge NE Se ees | 
eee Bees a 6 a eS 3.40 
i ee eee 3.30 
Rock Springs, Ga................ 3.90 
Wee, MI. nos oo cd cawceeies cs 3.10 
RP eee 3.00 
EE, Ms oc ovedewe cscdbaaccedea 3.50 
NL, TNS 60 Gsk's cece .cotuetecad’ 2.70 
Me eM, COE. 6 5 5 os bc tira swbaas 3.00 
IR o's oo hebes deaporcbides 2.90 
SNS CEN gic es dane Pecsevcaeecda 3.00 
UD es IE ne Wp > 6 6 6 0b 6d Fas walle 2.60 
I MINS SoS cc sO cép ec cubes ban 3.80 
ENG Wa Sera c tales cdc ceaaiencevic Me 
nn Se esse rab arowas 3.50 
I OUR ia bcos bccn o> 0cde ae che 2.80 
| i ESS, yo apie 3.60 


Maximum rates from intermediate 
points of origin on the Central of 
Georgia to Jacksonville must be 
scaled between the figures named be- 
low, as the case may be, on the com- 
bination mileage upon which the 
present rates are based, to wit: Inter- 
mediate to Macon and Savannah, 
between $2.60 and $3.10 per ton; in- 
termediate to Millen and Augusta, 
between $2.70 and $2.90 per ton; in- 
termediate to Dover and Brewerton, 
between $2.60 and $2.90 per ton; in- 
termediate to Gordon and Covington, 
between $3.10 and $3.40 per ton; in- 
termediate to Macon and Atlanta, 
between $3.10 and $3.50 per ton; in- 
termediate to Macon and Athens, ex- 
cept Machen, between $3.10 and $3.40 
per ton; intermediate to Griffin and 
Chattanooga, between $3.30 and $3.90 
per ton; intermediate to Barnesville 
and Thomaston, $3.10 per ton; in- 
termediate to Columbus and Ray- 
mond, between $3 and $3.50 per ton; 
intermediate to Macon and Eufaula, 
between $2.70 and $3 per ton; inter- 
mediate to Fort Valley and Perry, 
between $2.90 and $3 per ton; inter- 
mediate to Smithville and Columbia, 
between $2.60 and $3.80 per ton; in- 
termediate to Cuthbert and Fort 
Gaines, $2.90 per ton; intermediate to 
Fort Valley and Columbus, between 
$2.90 and $3.50 per ton, and interme- 
diate to Americus and Columbus, be- 
tween $2.80 and $3.60 per ton. (3) In 
a supplemental claim, reparation is 
asked on shipments which moved on 
the lawfully published rates between 
Orangeburg, S. C., and Jacksonville 
and between Sumter, S. C., and Jack- 
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sonville. The rate actually in effec: 
at time of shipment was 32 cents 
charges were collected on a basis 0; 
23.5 cents; at the same time, the 
combination of locals was 21.25 and 
22.25, and, via another line, 4 cents 
less. It was admitted that the rate: 
assessed were unreasonable, and rates 
of 18 and 18.5 cents have since 
been established. Reparation awarded 
on this basis and said rates, 18 and 
18.25 cents, respectively, established 
for the future (Aug 13, p 253). Et 
fective date of order postponed until! 
Nov 1; Oct 1, p 494. 


Ford, J. B., Co vs Michigan Central et 


al (3242), 19 I C C Rep, 507. Com- 
plainant manufactures a soda ash ot 
low alkali test, intended as a clean- 
ser, which it sells under the trade 
name, “Wyandotte Cleaner and 
Cleanser.’’ Prior to Jan 1, 1910, it is 
alleged defendants carried this at ap- 
proximately soda ash ratings; effect- 
ive that date, rates were increased to 
fifth class, under following provision 
of the Official Classification: ‘“Wash- 
ing powder, soap powder, bleach or 
bleaching, dry, in kegs or barrels, 
washing soda, powder, cleaning and 
cleansing, n o s, dry, in packages, 
C L, minimum weight 36,000 pounds, 
fifth class; soda ash, same minimum 
weight, sixth class.’’ In a large part 
of the territory involved, soda ash 
moves at rates somewhat under sixth 
class. Complainant makes no attack 
on existing ratings on cleaning com- 
pounds or powders in general or on 
soda ash. Held, That a simple com- 
modity, advertised, sold and shipped 
under a trade name which does not 
disclose the real nature of the com- 
modity, is not improperly rated when 
rated the same as other and compet- 
ing preparations of similar physical 
a and general nature; Nov 26, 
p 765. 


Freeman Lumber Co vs St Louis, Iron 


Mountain & Southern et al (2691), 19 
I C C Rep, 348. Complainant alleges 
defendants’ rates on cypress and 
hardwood lumber from Gleason, Ark., 
to points in Missouri, Kansas, Illinois, 
Nebraska, Iowa, etc., are unjust, un- 
reasonable and unduly discriminatory 
against Gleason in favor of points in 
northeastern Arkansas. Complainant 
particularly presses advances made in 
cypress rates to Kansas City and 
other Missouri river crossings and 
advances in both cypress and hard- 
wood to Ohio and Mississippi river 
crossings. For some years prior to 
1903, the rate on cypress from Glea- 
son to Kansas City was 15 cents, car- 
load minimum of 30,000 pounds; 
shortly before complainant’s mills 
were eStablished at that point, in 
1904, rates to Missouri river points 
were increased one cent, and a like 
advance was made to other points in 
the same general territory. These 
rates were maintained until May. 
1909. when an advance of 4 cents was 
made, raising the rate to Kansas City 
to 20 cents; Leavenworth and Atchi- 
son, Kan., and St. Joseph, Mo., 21 
cents; Omaha and Council Bluffs and 
points intermediate, from 19 to 23.5 
cents; Lincoln, from 21 to 23.5; points 
from Coffeyville to Kansas City, from 
16 to 20 cents; at the same time, the 
rate to Wichita was lowered from 
25 to 24.5 cents; from Topeka it was 
increased from 21 to 24.5 cents. No 
changes were made in cypress lumber 
rates to points between St. Louis and 
Kansas City; neither were any 
changes made in the rates on hard- 
wood lumber from Gleason to points 
west. It appears that these increases 
came about by taking cypress out of 
the hardwood and putting it in the 
yellow pine group and then by rais- 
ing the yellow pine rates. At the 
time the yellow pine advance was 
made, defendants established five 
groups, taking rates from 17 to 24 
cents. Group 2 rates, 18 cents. were 
applied to points as distant, if not 
more so, from Kansas City as is Glea- 
son, taking group 3 rates of 20 cents. 
Moreover, Gleason is the only place 
on the Iron Mountain in that section 
that produces cypress lumber in com- 
mercial quantities. Held, That rate 
to Kansas City and points taking 
same rate should not exceed 18 cents: 
that rates to points taking differen- 
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tial over Kansas City should not ex- 
ceed present differential plus the 
herein established 18-cent rate. (2) 
Prior to March 1, 1907, rates on cy- 
press and hardwood from Gleason to 
St. Louis, Mo., and Cairo, Lll., were 
13 and 11 cents, respectively, but at 
that time the St. Louis rate was in- 
creased to 15, and the Cairo to 13 
cents and the last-named rates made 
applicable to Thebes, Ill.; on Dec 12, 
1908, the cypress rate to St. Louis 
was raised to 18 cents and the hard- 
wood to 16.5 cents, and to Cairo and 
Thebes to 16 and 14.5 cents, respect- 
ively; June 15, 1909, the Gleason-St. 
Louis hardwood rate was reduced to 
15 cents, and the Cairo-Thebes rate 
to 13 cents. Held, That cypress rates 
should not exceed these figures; Aug 
13, p 250. 


Gamble-Robinson Commission Co vs St 
Louis & San Francisco et al (3034), 
19 I C C Rep, 114. This is a claim 
for reparation on shipments of apples 
from Seymour and Cedar Gap, Mo., 
to St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn. 
Shipments were made in October and 
November, 1906, but the running of 
the statute of limitations was stopped 
by informal presentation to the Com- 
mission. Cedar Gap is 41 miles south- 
east of Springfield, Mo., and Seymour, 
35. The history of these rates to the 
Twin Cities is shown by the follow- 
ing table: 

Prior to Sept 6, 1906. 





Cents 
IE has 5 iia aac Wicd i Se ie 34 
pt RA eee er erry 34% 
SprimgsMela «. 6... cc cecccvescesecs 33% 
Sept 6, 1906. 
BOVMAOEE 6.6 os vad cs vce dctieteoceves 41 
Ce GO, sae cipidh. cies cthc's dve'd 42 
a Serer ee 28 
Aug 6, 1909. 
So ene ee peers 31 
Ce WN i te coeur vdae shee o ew 31 
ET Serer Te eee TT 28 


It appears from the record that the 
reductions from Seymour and Cedar 
Gap in 1909 were voluntary. Com- 
plainant contends that rates from 
these points ought not to exceed by 
more than 1.5 cents rate from Spring- 
field. As far as undue discrimination 
in the adjustment from Springfield is 
concerned, the Commission finds itself 
unable to sustain the contention; 
there is a dissimilarity in conditions 
at Springfield and Cedar Gap and 
Seymour. Springfield is an important 
junction point and is nearer Minne- 
apolis. It is held, however, that rates 
charged should not have exceeded 
those in effect prior to Sept 6, 1906, 
and reparation will be allowed on 
shipments upon which complainant 


paid freight upon submission of 
proper proof; July 9, p 102. 
Green, Fred W., Receiver for Ionia 


Wagon Co, vs Alabama Great South- 
ern et al (3199), 19 I C C Rep, 458. 
Complaint here attacks the rates to 
the Ohio river on hickory spokes from 
Fort Payne, Ala., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn., on shipments to Ionia, Mich. 
These rates are 28 and 23 cents, re- 
spectively; the rates on hardwood 
lumber are 17 and 13 cents; the rates 
on both commodities from the river 
to Ionia are identical and complainant 
originally maintained that the same 
relationship should exist from points 
of origin. Defendants agreed to estab- 
lish rates on spokes to Cincinnati 3 
cents higher than rates on hardwood 
lumber; to this relationship complain- 
ant assented. Held, That this rela- 
tionship should be established and 
reparation awarded: Nov 12, p 690. 


Gulf Coast Navigation Co vs Kansas 
City Southern et al (2253), 19 IC C 
Rep, 544. A company engaged in the 
sale and distribution of oils and fuel 
transferred its barges and tugboats 
to the complainant company, incor- 
porated by it for the purpose, and the 
stock of which it now owns. Upon 
complaint by the latter company ask- 
ing for through routes and joint rates 
to certain landings on the Neches and 
Sabine rivers, to which it does not 
appear that it carries any substantial 
traffic for other shippers: Held, That 
the service performed by the com- 
plainant for the oil company by which 
it is owned is not a service of trans- 


portation, and the mere fact that the 
complainant has been incorporated as 







a common carrier and is able to pick 
up some traffic for other interests 
gives it no right to demand joint 
through rates with the defendants, 
and thus to compel the defendants to 
contribute to the expense of its oper- 
ation; Dec 17, p 905. 


Hanley Milling Co vs Pennsylvania et 
al (2252), 19 I C C Rep, 475. Early in 
July, 1907, complainant delivered to 
defendant Cleveland, Akron & Colum- 
bus railroad at Warsaw Junction, O., 
a carload of hay for shipment to its 
order at Allentown, Pa., ‘“‘Notify J. M. 
Farrell, Allentown, Pa.’ The day 
after shipment started, Farrell tele- 
graphed that shipment should have 
been sent to Perth Amboy, N. 
Complainant made repeated verbal 
requests for diversion to the agent at 
Warsaw Junction, and on July 11, 
notified agent of the Star Union line 
in writing; two days later complain- 
ant was notified by wire that his or- 
ders would be complied with; later it 
was notified that efforts to divert the 
car had not been successful. Com- 
plainant replied that car was in Al- 
lentown and should be sent to Perth 
Amboy. This was done, but in the 
meantime $5 demurrage accrued, Far- 
rell refused the car at Perth Amboy 
and a request was thereafter made 
that car be released to Hackensack, 
N. J.; a question arose whether the 
car should be roconsigned to Hacken- 
sack, and before it was finally re- 
leased $14 demurrage accrued. Mean- 
time, the price of hay had declined 
and complainant was forced to dis- 
pose of it on commission sale. Com- 
plainant seeks recovery of $51.50 
reparation; $14 for the difference be- 
tween through rate from Warsaw 
Junction to Perth Amboy and sum of 
locals on Allentown; the demurrage 
which accrued at Allentown and 
Perth Amboy, $19; $9.25 commission 
on sale of hay and a like sum because 
of a decline in price. Held, That, 
following Joynes vs P R R, 17ICC 
Rep, 361, the Commission has no juris- 
diction over the questions of repara- 
tion for commission or decline in 
price. The defendants have already 
refunded $8 on the rate because of 
error in applying charges from Allen- 
town to Perth Amboy; that under tar- 
iff rules in effect, complainant was 
entitled to reconsignment at through 
rate from Warsaw Junction to Perth 
Amboy, and is entitled to reparation 
for excess charges and also demur- 
rage at Allentown; Nov 26, p 772. 


Harbor City Wholesale Co of San Pedro 
vs Southern Pacific et al (2611), 19 I 
C C Rep, 323. All-rail rates from the 
east to San Pedro, Cal., are based 
upon the through rates to Los An- 
geles, one of the so-called California 
terminals, plus the local rates from 
Los Angeles to San Pedro. Complain- 
ant in its petition prays that San 
Pedro may be designated as a Cali- 
fornia terminal and given terminal 
rates. Upon a finding that Los An- 
geles was originally made a terminal 
rate point because of its proximity to 
the harbor of San Pedro and has since 
maintained that rate status; and upon 
the further finding that the actual 
and potential competition through the 
harbor of San Pedro contributes at 
this time to the maintenance of ter- 
minal rates to Los Angeles, it is 
Held, That the defendants are guilty 
of an unlawful discrimination against 
San Pedro in not making it also a 
terminal rate point. * * * A rate ad- 
justment that deprives San Pedro of 
the benefit of its own geographical 
position while according the benefit 
of it to Los Angeles, constitutes an 
undue discrimination. If actual or 
potential water competition through 
the harbor of San Pedro is recog- 
nized by the defendants in the Los 
Angeles rates, it cannot lawfully be 
obscured in the rates to San Pedro 
itself. When one community leans 
upon another for its competitive 
rates, the benefit of such rates ought 
not to be denied to the point where 
the competitive conditions exist; July 
23, p 162. 

Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co ~s Pennsyl- 
vania (1063), 19 I C C Rep. 356. The 
question involved here is the reason- 
ableness of defendant’s rules and reg- 
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cars to mines along its lines and claim 
is made for the recovery of. general 
damages for discrimination alleged to 
have been practiced against the com- 
plainant in the past. To the physica! 
capacity of a coal mine the defendant 
adds its commercial capacity tested by 
the shipments made from it during the 
preceeding 12 months, and divides the 
sum by two; these two factors being 
revised quarterly, the mine is thus 
given a constantly corrected rating in 
the distribution of coal cars during 
percentage periods. If this basis is 
equitably applied to all mines served 
by the defendant the Commission is 
unable to see that it results in an 
unequal, unfair, or discriminary dis- 
tribution of its equipment. The com- 
plainant’s contention that physical ca- 
pacity alone is the fair and sound 
basis for rating coal mines for car dis- 
tribution is not sustained; the utmost 
obligation of a carrier under the law 
is to equip itself with sufficient cars 
to meet the requirements of a mine for 
actual shipment; and it is of real con- 
cern to the carrier what are the phy- 
sical possibilities of a mine in the way 
of daily output except as that factor 
may afford some measure of what its 
actual shipments will be. The Com- 
mission reaffirms its previous ruling to 
the effect that the owner of private 
cars is entitled to their exclusive use 
and that foreign railway fuel cars as- 
signed to a particular mine cannot 
be delivered to another mine; but it 
again holds that all such cars, as well 
as system fuel cars, must be counted 
against the distributive share of the 
mine receiving them. It is therefore 
Held, That the defendant’s rule, pro- 
viding that the capacity in tons of such 
“assigned’’ cars shall be deducted from 
the rated capacity of the mine receiv- 
ing them and that the remainder is to 
be regarded as the rated capacity of 
the mine in the distribution of all ‘‘un- 
assigned’ cars, is unlawful and dis- 
criminatory. * * * The defendant’s con- 
tention that, so long as the petitioner 
receives all the coal cars it is entitled 
to it has no right to complain because 
some other operator receives an undue 
proportion of cars, is not sustained. 
The law not only gives the shipper 
a right to an equal or a justly ratable 
use of the facilities of an interstate 
earrier, but the assurance also that no 
other shipper shall fare ratably better 
at the hands of the carrier. The ques- 
tion of damages, which the complain- 
ant claims to have suffered as the re- 
sult of the discriminations herein 
found to have been practiced against 
it, reserved for further argument (Aug 
27, p 299); Sept 3, p 352. 

Humboldt Steamship Co vs White Pass 
& Yukon Route et al (2518), 19 IC C 
Rep, 105. Following the decision In 
the Matter of Jurisdiction Over Rail- 
and-Water Carriers Operating in Alas- 
ka, 19 I C C Rep, 81, complaint ask- 
ing .for establishment of through 
routes and joint rates from Seattle, 
Wash., to points in Alaska dismissed 
because the Commission is without 
jurisdiction over carriers operating in 
Alaska; July 9, p 96. 

—See ‘“‘Courts, Federal—Alaskan Traf- 

Hydraulic-Press Brick Co vs Mobile & 
Ohio et al (2811), 19 I C C Rep, 530. 
1. Complainant between latter part of 
May, 1908, and latter part of April, 
1909, shipped 49 carloads of pressed 
brick from Cheltenham, Mo., to Tus- 
caloosa, Ala.; a rate of 15 cents was 
charged. At the same time, and for 
nine years prior there had been in 
effect a rate of 12 cents on fire brick. 
In Metropolitan Paving Brick Co vs 
Ann Arbor et al, 17 I C C Rep, 197, it 
was held that carriers could make no 
difference in the classification between 
pressed and fire brick, but must ac- 
cord to all brick the same rate; Held, 
That rate on pressed brick should not 
exceed 12 cents, and _ reparation 
awarded on that basis. 2. In Nov and 
Dec, 1908, complainant made _ ship- 
ments of brick from South Park, O., 
to Fort Smith, Ark., upon which a 
combination of 36.5 cents was charged. 
Defendant St. Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern admits that the charge of 
24 cents from St. Louis to destination 
was unreasonable and should not have 
exceeded 16 cents. Reparation awarded 
on that basis; Dec 3, p 825. 

Hydaulic-Press Brick Co vs St Louis & 





EP OP ihe. 


we a 





| 
e 
ri 
. 

[ 

i= 


rr 


gE es 


6 kes, se 


wae ores 


TTL 


pate 


inion 2 





Idaho Lime Co vs Atchison, Topeka & 


In the Matter of Demurrage Rules in 


' rule be allowed to apply only in con- 


In the Matter of Extra Fare Paid by 


Decisions—Hydraulic 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Decisions—Jacoby 





San Francisco et al (3109), 19 I C C 
Rep, 544. Complaint is here made of 
a rate of 15.1 cents assessed on enam- 
eled brick from Cheltenham, Mo., to 
Chicago, Ill., between April 22 and 
Nov 12, 1908. Prior to that time there 
was a rate of 7 cents; the 15.1 cent 
rate was a class rate; effective March 
15, 1909, a commodity rate of 8 cents 
was established; during all this time 
the rate on pressed brick was 7 cents. 
Enameled brick is of greater commer- 
cial value than pressed brick and ow- 
ing to the care with which they are 
loaded less liable to damage; the rates 
are generally higher than on pressed 
brick, though in some instances they 
are equal. Held, That rate should not 
exceed 8 cents; reparation awarded on 
that basis; Dec 17, p 914. 


Santa Fe et al (2445), 19 I C C Rep, 
139. Complainant alleges it was 
charged joint class C rate of $1 on 
shipment of cement from Medicine 
Lodge, Kan., to Spokane, Wash., ten- 
dered April 13, 1907, to the Santa Fe 
without routing instructions. Com- 
plainant maintains that had shipment 
been routed via Concerdia, Kan., and 
Billings, Mont., a rate of 48 cents 
would have been applicable. An ex- 
amination of the tariffs shows, how- 
ever, that while the local rates were 
less, the joint through rate of $1 was 
also applicable via this route. Held, 
That complaint against Santa Fe for 
misrouting should be dismissed with 
leave to complainant to file an 
amended petition attacking the rea- 
sonablenes of the rate if it so de- 
sires; July 9, p 105. 


New England, 19 I C Rep, 496. 
New England carriers attempted to 
adopt the uniform demurrage code in 
that territory Oct 1, 1910; because of 
numerous protests, the tariffs putting 
these rates into effect were suspended, 
first until Nov 1, and then until Dec 1, 
1910. In order to investigate the sit- 
uation more fully and determine in 
what measure, if any, local New Eng- 
land conditions require a departure 
from these regulations, the establish- 
ment of a checking bureau is recom- 
mended to the carriers and it is recom- 
mended that until May 31, 1911, free 
time upon lumber, forest products, 
coal, grain and products be extended 
from 48 to 72 hours, but that average 


nection with the 48-hour basis; Nov 
19, p 716. 


Passengers by Reason of the Non- 
validation of the Return Portions of 
Limited Excursion Tickets (3063), 19 
ICC Rep, 440. This proceeding arose 
out of the application of the Las 
Vegas & Tonopah Railroad for permis- 
sion to make refund to a passenger for 
fare collected on portion of return 
journey over its lines in an-,instance 
where the passenger had failed to have 
her ticket validated. The present reg- 
ulations governing the matter are as 
follows: ‘In case a passenger holding 
a round-trip signature ticket (the con- 
tract thereof and the tariff under 
which it is sold requiring that it be 
validated before it can be accepted for 
return passage) neglects to have the 
same executed for return, the Las 
Vegas & Tonopah Railroad company 
will refund the amount passenger is 
obliged to pay returning over its road, 
providing all other conditions of the 
contract of the ticket and the tariff 
under which it is sold are complied 
with. Refund will only be made pro- 
viding the amount paid returning 
is for tfansportation over the same 
roads and via the same junction points 
as the unused ticket held by the pas- 
senger, and the original rehaser can 
and does furnish a satisfactory affi- 
davit that the ticket is used in ac- 
cordance with all the conditions of the 
tariff under which it was sold and the 
contract thereof, with the sole excep- 
tion of validating it for return. Pas- 
senger will also be required to furnish 
receipt (or receipts) or other evidence 
satisfactory to the railroad companies 
that such fare or fares were paid re- 
turning. Return portion of signature 
tickets which have not been validated 
for return in accordance with contract 
must not be honored by conductors. 
Fare should be collected to first sched- 


In the Matter of Jurisdiction Over Rail 








In the Matter of Reduced Rates on 








uled stop of train, at which passenger 
should purchase ticket to original 
starting point of ticket. Receipt 
should be given for fare paid on train 
and passenger instructed to secure re- 
ceipt for ticket purchased.’’ Other 
western roads have rules of similar 
nature. The tranSaction forming the 
basis of this inquiry, however, oc- 
curred before these regulations went 
into effect. The Commission has al- 
ready refused to allow reparation on 
passenger claims due to a reduction 
in fare and therefore application for 
refund is denied. Respondents’ present 
regulations held to be reasonable; 
Nov. 5, p 641. 


and Water Carriers Operating in 
Alaska (2098), 19 I C C Rep, 81. This 
was an investigation instituted on the 
Commission’s own motion to deter- 
mine whether Alaska was within the 
provisions of the Act to regulate com- 
merce as a “‘territory’’ as mentioned 
in the first section thereof; Held, That 
the district of Alaska is not a territory 
of the United States in the sense in 
which that phrase is used in the act 
to regulate commerce as amended, and 
the Commission has therefore no au- 
thority or jurisdiction over carriers 
engaged in transaction of passengers 
or property within the _ district of 
Alaska. The general rule that a spe- 
cial tribunal ought not to enlarge its 
jurisdiction by intendment but ought 
to exercise only the powers clearly 
conferred by statute applies with spe- 
cial, if not controlling, force to the 
exercise by the Commission of juris- 
diction in Alaska in view of the fact 
that under the Act of May 14, 1898, 
power to regulate the rates of 
railroads in Alaska was conferred 
upon another branch of the govern- 
ment; July 2, p 50. 


Returned Shipments (3126), 19 IC C 
Rep, 409. For some years the West- 
ern Classification made special pro- 
vision for the application of reduced 
rates on returned shipments of agri- 
cultural implements, vehicles and some 
twenty other commodities. Originally 
made for the purpose of assisting the 
agricultural interests, through the op- 
eration of competitive forces, the re- 
turned shipment rule became increas- 
ingly liberal and the regulations were 
gradually enlarged to cover the return 
of freight of every character and for 
every purpose. In Western Trunk line 
territory it became the general cus- 
tom to apply half rates to returned 
goods, with practically no time re- 
strictions as to return or route taken; 
in the Southwestern Tariff committee 
territory, one year became the gen- 
eral limit to commodities other than 
agricultural implements and vehicles, 
which, in some cases, had a four-year 
limit on returned articles. On June 
14, 1909, the Commission issued the 
following ruling, subsequently incor- 
porated in paragraph 67 of Tariff Cir- 
cular 17-A: ‘‘A rule providing for the 
reconsignment or return free or at re- 
dued rates of articles damaged in 
transit is not improper if it is so 
framed and applied as to prevent 
abuses or improper practices under it. 
The practice of returning at réduced 
rates articles that have been delivered 
into the possession of consignees and 
have become shopworn or have gotten 
into a state of disrepair through use 
is neither proper nor free from unjust 
discrimination. A rule according re- 
duced rates on return shipments Is 
proper only in so far as it applies to 
the return of shipments that are re- 
ceived by the consignee in bad order 
or are refused by consignee without 
examination. As to shipments that 
are not in closed packages and thus 
are open to immediate inspection, the 
rule should provide that in order to 
secure reduced rates on return move- 
ment the goods shall not have left, 
the possession of the carrier before 
such claim is made. As to goods that 
are in closed packages, the rule 
should provide that in order to secure 
reduced rates on return movement 
such goods must be returned to the 
earrier within ten days.’’ Following 
this the Western Classification com- 
mittee abrogated special returned 
goods rates on all articles except 
empty carriers and petroleum and its 










yeetncte in original tank cars; the 
estern Trunk lines threatened sim- 
ilar action and protest was made to 
the Commission by various shipping 
interests and at their instance this 
original inquiry was entered into. Held, 
That under section 2 of the commerce 
act, such rates are illegal; that the 
former conclusion of the Commission, 
announced in section B, paragraph 67, 
of Tariff Circular 17-A, is adhered to 
* * * The principle underlying the 
ordinary transit privilege cannot be 
relied upon in Support of the returned- 
shipment rule. Transit arrangements, 
in their common form, are susceptible 
of defense only upon the theory that 
the inbound and outbound movements 
are in fact parts of a single continuous 
transaction; but there is no real con- 
nection between an outbound ship- 
ment to-day and a “returned ship- 
ment” one year hence. The Commis- 
sion does not feel justified in modify- 
ing the terms of its ruling to the ef- 
fect that shipments refused at des- 
tination may be returned at reduced 
rates within ten days. The ten-day 
limit does not seem to be inadequate. 
It is axiomatic that rates depend 
largely upon value, and the Commis- 
sion thinks that no objection could be 
raised against the establishment of 
special ratings for the movement of 
defective or damaged goods; but if 
this course is adopted the ‘‘returned” 
element should be altogether disre- 
garded, the rating to be predicated 
entirely upon the low value of the 
freight; Nov. 5, p 627 ‘ 


Ionia Wagon Co vs Alabama Great 


Southern et al (3199): See Fred W. 
Green, Receiver, vs same, ante. 


Isbell, S. M., & Co vs Lake Shore & 


Michigan Southern et al (2687), 19 
I C C Rep, 448. This complaint in- 
volves two separate shipments, the 
first, an L C L shipment of dried 
beans from Springport, Mich., to An- 
niston, Ala. On this a combination 
on Cincinnati of 80 cents was assessed 
and the shipment was prepared. At 
time of movement, however, there was 
a 19-cent rate from Springport to 
Louisville, a special 16-cent' com- 
modity rate from Louisville to Nash- 
ville and a 41-cent rate beyond, mak- 
ing a combination of 76 cents. Ship- 
ment was tendered without routing 
instructions; initial carrier denies 
knowledge of special commodity rate 
and it was not a party to the tariff, 
while its own issue showed the rate 
to Cincinnati to be lower than its 
charges to Louisville. After refer- 
ing to the principles enunciated in 
Conference Rulings 200 and 214, it is 
Held, That initial carrier was not 
guilty of misrouting. * * * The second 
shipment was a movement of dried 
beans from Bad Axe, Mich., to Tulsa, 
Okla. Here an overcharge was shown, 
which the carriers at fault should 
refund without an order from the 
ee complaint dismissed; Nov 
, p 643. 


Jacoby, W. F., and Isaac C. Weber, 


trading as W. F. Jacoby & Co vs 
Pennsylvania (1139); Clark Brothers 
Coal Mining Co vs Same (1111), 19 
I C C Rep, 386. These complaints 
involve discrimination in the distribu- 
tion of coal cars. Defendants’ rules 
were considered by the Commission in 
Hillside Coal & Coke Co vs P R R, 
19 I C C Rep, 356. Mines of tue com- 
plainants are located about nine miles 
west of Osceola Mills, in the bitu- 
minous coal fields of Pennsylvania on 
defendant’s Moshannon branch. Since 
Oct, 1905, Clark Brothers have op- 
erated three mines under lease, known 
as Falcon Nos 2, 3 and 4. The largest 
and best equipped, No. 2, was op- 
erated by Jacoby & Co. prior to that 
time. There are a number of mines 
on the Moshannon branch, but those 
operated by the Berwind-White in- 
terests, six in number, are particu- 
larly involved here. It appears that 
complainants’ mines were not placed 
on an equal footing with the Berwind- 
White mines in the matter of distribu- 
tion of coal cars. During the years 
1902, 1903 and 1904. employes of the 
defendant had special orders for giving 
the Berwind-White mines a special! al- 
lotment of 500 cars daily, to take care 
of a fuel supply contract for New 
York steamships. Because of com- 
plaints that the sailings had frequently 
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been delayed for lack of fuel, de- tioned, it is Held, That the orders 
fendant felt warranted in making this heretofore entered in these cases 
arrangement. It should be noted, how- should be modified so that the maxi- 
ever, that few, if any of these cars, mum rate for a lower berth from St. 
reached the particular district herein Paul to Seattle shall not exceed $11, 
involved, nevertheless, the Commission and for an upper berth $8.80; from 
again condemns the inequity of the St. Paul to Chicago the upper-berth 
practice. Defendant also diminished rate not to exceed $1.60; from St. Paul 
its equipment by the sale of 1,000 cars to Superior the upper-berth rate not 
to the Berwind-White interests. From to exceed $1.25, and from St. Paul 
the record in this case, as well as to Fargo or to Grand Forks the upper- 
others on the same question, the Com- berth rate not to exceed $1.60 (Dec 31, 
mission find complainants were dis- p 980). Postponement of original or- 
criminated against and an order sim- der; July 21, p 19. 

ilar to that in the Hillsdale case, —See also under “Courts, Federal— 
ante, is entered. With respect to Pullman Rates.” 

claims for damage, predicated in part, Louisiana Central Lumber Co et al vs 
it seems, upon the fact that between Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al 
Oct, 1905, and March, 1907, the Falcon (2420), 19 I C C Rep, 333. For some 
mines were only given a 12-car rating, years prior to Dec 10, 1908, defendants 
and in April a 20-car, whereas it ap- maintained joint through rates on yel- 
pears the capacity was 31.1 cars, Com- low pine from points in Louisiana, 
mission reserves this question for Texas, Arkansas and Missouri to 
further argument; Sept 10, p 371. __ points in Kansas, Nebraska, Wyoming 
See also “Courts, Federal—Car Dis- and Colorado.. Rates to a large por- 
tribution.” tion of this territory were made up of 
combinations through Lincoln and 
Omaha, but to points in Kansas, Colo- 
rado and Wyoming and western Ne- 
braska the joint through rates were 
less than the combination. Between 





Co et al (2595), 19 I C C Rep, 512. 
Between Jan 15 and March 28, 1907, 
complainant shipped 51 bales of cot- 
ton shoddy lining from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Chicago, Ill. A rate of 61 Dec 10, 1908, and Feb 7, 1909, deliver- 
cents, applicable to dry goods in bales ing carriers withdrew their concur- 
or boxes, any quantity, was charged. rences, leaving in effect the Lincoln 
At the same time there was a 45-cent, and Omaha combinations to points 
any quantity, rate on cotton piece reached by their lines. After these 
goods. Since movement in question proceedings were instituted, defend- 
this rate has been extended to cot- ants re-established the joint rates 
ton shoddy lining and complainant as- previously in effect to Kansas, Colo- 
serts that this is the rate it should rado and Wyoming, narrowing down 
have paid. One of the defendants the scope of the relief to rates to 
admits the reasonableness of this western Nebraska. Prior to June, 
contention. Held, That reparation 1908, rates from southern points to 
should be awarded on this basis and Lincoln and Omaha _ were 24 and 23 
defendants required to maintain 45- cents, respectively. Following the de- 
cent rate; Dec 3, p 830. cision in the Lincoln Commercial Club 


Klyce, Henry A., Co vs Illinois Central case, 13 I C C Rep, 390, in which 


et al (3115), 19 I C C Rep, 367. When Lincoln was given the Omaha basis, 
bankruptcy proceedings discontined rates to both points were increased 
operation of a milling plant that was to 26c. Subsequently, in the Greater 
using a transient privilege, it devel- Des Moines case, 14 I C C Rep, 294, 
oped that there were on hand large the Commission held that Des Moines 
numbers of inbound expense bills and was entitled to Omaha rates, and the 
practically no corresponding tonnage earriers thereupon reduced the Des 
of grain or grain products entitled Moines rate from 27.5 to 26.5 cents 
to transit rates; Held, That such and raised the Lincoln and Omaha 
old expense bills were worthless for rates to the same figure. Delivering 
reshipping purposes in connection with lines wanted to raise their through 
tonnage that moved into the plant rates to the same basis, but the 
after complainant had resumed busi- originating carriers refused to ac- 
ness at the same plant, first as a quiesce in the advance and concur- 
lessee and later as a corporation; rences were withdrawn by the deliv- 
Held also, That complainant is en- ering lines. The Commission, in Com- 
titled to use for transit purposes in- mercial Club of Omaha vs A & SR 
bound expense bills representing grain Ry Co, 18 I C C Rep, 532, _ re- 
moved into the plant subsequent to established the 25-cent rate to Lin- 
resumption of business under lease, coln and Omaha. This, in conjunc- 
and to reparation on certain shipments tion with recently reduced state rates, 
in connection with which confusion will probably give complainants the 
as to the proper manner of surrender basis they desire to a large portion 
of expense bills was contributed to by of the Nebraska territory, but there 
both defendant and complainant; Dec still remains an area in western Ne- 
17, p 906. braska intermediate to points reached 
Loftus, George S., vs Pullman Co et al > 4 bene gp = Bh ge = Cotevate and 
9 Yyoming to which through combina- 
sd = oe. = pe td — tion rates will exceed Colorado com- 
tered in these cases, 18 I C C Rep, 135, mon points and Cheyenne rates. Held, 
the Commission reduced the upper That rates in western Nebraska east 
berth rate between St. Paul and Chi- of the Colorado line should not ex- 
cago from $2 to $1.50 and a like re- ceed the Colorado common points rate; 
duction from St. Paul to Grand Forks; that the Cheyenne rate should be ob- 
the rate on lowers from St. Paul to a as the maximum on Union 
Seattle was reduced from $12 to $10 Neb fic — from Ralton to Smeed, 
and on uppers from $12 to $8.50, and Neb., inclusive; July 23, p 166. __ 
lower berth rates from St. Paul to Lucas, J. R., & Co vs Louisville & Nash- 


o ville (993). See St. Louis Hay & 
pe gee Lang nan en ee Grain Co vs Mobile & Ohio et al (757), 
uppers from St, Paul to Superior from post. 
$1.50 to $1.10. Pending a rehearing Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
of the cases, the orders of the Com- Santa Fe, Prescott & Phenix et al 
mission were enjoined by the United (1796), 19 I C C Rep, 257. Complaint 
States Circuit court for the seventh is here made of the following class 
circuit. Upon rehearing, the Pullman rates to Pheenix, Ariz., 
Co offered a schedule covering all ——_——— Class 
the territory in which it operates, in From— 1 2 3 4 5 
which a rate of $1.25 was fixed for up- Kansas City.$3.41 $2.98 $2.68 $2.16 $1.99 
pers where the lower rate was $1.50, St. Louis.... 3.41 2.98 2.75 2.21 1.95 
and in cases where the lower berth Chicago .... 3.61 3.14 2.87 2.26 2.00 
rate was $1.75 or more, upper rates Cincinnati .. 3.61 3.14 2.87 2.31 2.02 
were 20 per cent less. A large num- Pittsburg ... 3.91 3.43 3.07 2.44 2.14 
ber of reductions in lower berth rates a er 









were also proposed. Evidence was A B D B 
also introduced as to sleeping car Kansas City.$1.90 $1.63 $1.37 $1.15 $1.07 
traffic from St. Paul to Fargo which St. Louis.... 1.97 1.63 1.39 1.15 1.07 
tended to establish the reasonableness Chicago .... 2.05 1.71 1.46 1.21 1.7 


of the $2 rate for lower berths. Lim- 
iting itself to the determina.ion of 
the reasonableness of only the rates 
hereinafter specified, but providing 
that the Pullman company should file 
the revised schedule hereinbefore men- 


Cincinnati .. 2.06 1.71 1.46 1.21 1.12 
Pittsburg ... 2.17 1.79 1.54 1.31 1.22 
After a full hearing and extensive in- 
vestigation, the Commission is of the 
opinion that the following should b 
established as the maxima: 4 


Class Rate, per 100 Pounds 
From— 1 2 3° 4 5 

Kansas City.$2.50 $2.17 $1.83 $1.58 $1.33 

St. Louis.... 2.80 2.42 2.03 1.71 1.43 

Chicago .... 2.90 2.51 2.09 1.75 1.47 

Cincinnati .. 3.05 2.63 2.19 1.81 1.52 

Pittsburg ... 3.20 2.76 2.29 1.87 1.57 

Class Rate, per 100 Pounds 
A B Cc D E 

Kansas City.$1.33 $1.04 $0.83 $0.79 $0.71 

St. Louis.... 1.46 1.14 91 .86 -78 

Chicago .... 1.50 1.18 .94 .89 -80 

Cincinnati .. 1.56 1.23 .98 .92 .83 

Pittsburg ... 1.62 1.28 1.03 .96 .86 
Phoenix at present enjoys a large 
number of commodity rates, but com- 
plainant asks that rates on a num- 
ber of articles be fixed on a parity 
with those rates to Los Angeles, Cal, 
The class rates above fixed will affect 
all of these, and before proceeding 
further in this matter, the Commis- 
sion will ask the carriers to furnish 
detailed statements for three months 
as to actual movements, charges, rate 
basis, rate and gross charges had the 
Los Angeles basis been applied; com- 
plainant is also asked to furnish de- 
tailed statement of commodities upon 
which special rates are desired and 
rate bases, etc., prayed for. The Com- 
mission is of the opinion that the 
carriers should extend to Phcenix and 
other Arizona points a reasonable list 
of commodity rates adapted to the 
needs of that territory and in sub- 
stantial conformity with the rates 
made on the same commodities to 
other intermountain points on lines 
to the north (July 2, p 38). Effective 
date of order postponed until Jan 2, 
1911; Dec 3, p 842. 

—See also “Courts, Federal.” 

Menefee Brothers vs Vicksburg, Shreve- 
port & Pacific et al (2853), 19 IC C 
Rep, 117. Reparation is here asked 
on shipment of shingles from Mon- 
roe, La., to Crowell, Tex., Jan 19, 
1909, on’ which a through class rate 
of 44c was charged. Five days after 
the shipment moved a commodity rate 
of 26.75¢c was established, but this was 
canceled the next month, although a 
26.5¢c was established via another 
route. Held, That rate should not 
have exceeded 26.75c, herein estab- 
lished, fixed for the future, and repa- 
ration awarded on that basis; July 9, 

107. 

Millar, A. H., vs New York Central & 
Hudson River et al (2791), 19 IC C 
Rep, 78. Complainant was assessed a 
local of 4.5¢c from Lewiston, N. Y., 
to Suspension Bridge plus a 74c rate 
west to Houston, Tex., on carload 
shipments of cabbage. Nov 7 and 12, 
1907. Prior to Aug 27, 1907, the rate 
west of Suspension Bridge had been 
49c: it was re-established Dec 3, 1907, 
and increased to 53c Sept 7, 1908. 
Held, That rate at time shipments 
moved should not have exceeded 49c 
west of Suspension Bridge. Repara- 
tion awarded; July 2, p 66. 


Miller, Fred, Brewing Co vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul et al (3216), 
19 I C C Rep, 590. Complaint is here 
made of the assessment of a 20,000,- 
pound minimum on_ shipments of 
empty beer kegs in refrigerator cars 
from points in Texas, Louisiana and 
Arkansas to Milwaukee, Wis.. between 
May 25, 1908, and Jan 26, 1909. Held, 
That 20,000-pound minimum is exces- 
sive as applied to consignments of 
empty beer kegs in refrigerator cars, 
but is not excessive with respect to 
empty kegs and bottles, mixed, or to 
straight shipments of empty bottles. 
Reparation awarded on complainant’s 
shipments of empty beer kegs; Dec 
24, p 951. 

Morgan, A. P., Grain Co et al vs At- 
lantic Coast Line et al (1671), Rafl- 
road Commission of Alabama vs Lou- 
isville & Nashville et al (1683); Rail- 
road Commission of Georgia vs At- 
lantic Coast Line et al (1727), 19 IC 
C Rep, 460. All three cases here con- 
sidered involve advances made in 
rates effective Aug 1, 1908, on articles 
included in Classes B, C, D and F, 
fresh meats, C L, grain and hay, grain 
products and packing house products, 
from Ohio and Mississippi river cross- 
ings to certain destinations in South- 
eastern Freight and Southeastern 
Mississipni Valley Association terri- 
tories. The specific advances were 
as follows: Class B (embracing 
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meats, salt, in bulk, C L, minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds; bacon [smoked, 
dried or salted], and hams, in bulk, 
C L, minimum weight 24,000 pounds), 
3 cents per 100 pounds, C L. Class C 
(embracing flour in sacks [not pa- 
per], actual weight), 2 cents per 100 
pounds, C L. Class D (embracing 
corn, viz, in the shuck or on the 
ear, C L, minimum weight 30,000 
pounds; shelled, minimum weight 40,- 
000 pounds; oats, C L, minimum 
weight 32,000 pounds, and rye, C L, 
minimum weight 40,000 pounds), 2 
cents per 100 pounds, any: quantity. 
Class F (embracing flour in barrels), 
4 cents per barrel, any quantity. 
Fresh meats, C L, 3 cents per 100 
pounds; grain and hay, 2 cents per 
100 pounds; grain products, 2 cents 
per 100 pounds; packing house prod- 
ucts, 3 cents per 100 pounds, C L. 
These advances were applied from 
the Mississippi and Ohio river cross- 
ings to destinations in Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Florida and the Carolinas. In- 
asmuch as the rates to most of these 
points are based on relationships to 
those charges to Birmingham, Ala., 
and Atlanta, Ga., particular attention 
is here paid to the history of those 
rates. It is found that until 1884 
there was practically no _ stability. 
From that time, ignoring brief rate 
war cuts, until 1891, there was a cer- 
tan consistency in rates. In 1891, 
rates from Louisville to Birmingham 
were reduced as follows: Class B, 
from 36 to 35 cents; C, from 31 to 28; 
D, from 27 to 24, and F, from 54 to 
48 cents. These rates have never 
been exceeded since that date except 
that the advance here under investi- 
gation increased Class B to 36 cents; 
to offset which the rates on flour in 
sacks, formerly in Class C, are now 4 
cents less than in 1891. These rates 
of 1891 remained practically un- 
changed until 1905; effective Feb 1 of 
that year, rates were established as 
follows: Class B, 33 cents; C, 22 
cents; D, 22 cents, and F, 44 cents. 
The history of rates from Louisville 
to Birmingham is not dissimilar, but 
no change was made in the Birming- 
ham rates in 1905. From April 22, 
1901, to July 31, 1908, the rates were 
as follows: Class B, 31 cents; C, 20 
cents; D, 20 cents, and F, 40 cents. 
Complainants maintain that the At- 
lanta rates of 1905 were the result of 
voluntary action on the part of the 
earriers and that the charges then 
fixed were compensatory; these alle- 
gations defendants deny, and the 
Commission is of the opinion that the 
reductions effective that year were 
the result of conditions presented 
prior to that date, not of their own 
choice. These conditions included 
the pressure brought to bear on the 
earriers by commercial bodies at At- 
lanta and by the action of the Geor- 
gia commission in practically cutting 
intrastate rate in two because of al- 
leged discriminations against Atlanta 
in interstate charges. These orders 
were taken to court, and while never 
effective, resulted in a compromise 
entailing considerable reductions in 
interstate rates. Defendants also 
contend that inasmuch as no com- 
plaint was made against this adjust- 
ment by Birmingham until 1908, that 
city is estopped from complaining of 
a continuance of the adjustment. 
While the Commission is not pre- 
pared to so hold, it considers the main 
question to determine is the reason- 
ableness of the rates of Aug 1, 1908. 
Attention is also called to the fact 
that with the exception of rates from 
Cincinnati, Birmingham has an ad- 
vantage of 2 cents over Atlanta in 
the rates on these classes from Ohio 
and Mississippi river crossings. Noth- 
ing is found in the record to persuade 
that this adjustment is unduly dis- 
criminative against Atlanta or prefer- 
ential with respect to either city. De- 
fendants urge in justification of the 
advances the increase in taxation and 
in the cost of labor and materials; in 
opposition, complainants contend that 
increased efficiency has more than 
counterbalanced the increased cost. 
Considering either the rates them- 
selves or the specific advances, the 
Commission is unable to find that they 


Northern Anthracite Coal Co vs Dela- 





Oak Grove Farm Creamery vs Adams 


Omaha Grain Exchange vs Chicago & 





Orange Grocery Co vs Morgan’s Louisi- 











are unjust, unreasonable or excessive. 
Complaints dismissed; Nov 12, p 685. 


ware, Lackawanna & Western (2146), 
19 I C C Rep, 549. Complaint is here 
made of a rate of 75 cents per ton on 
semi-anthracite, originating at Ber- 
nice, Pa., from Waverly, N. Y., to 
Binghamton, N. Y. This rate is in 
excess of that demanded for a longer 
haul over heavier grades from Ber- 
nice to Waverly, and also exceeds 
rates from certain other Pennsylvania 
points more distant to Binghamton. 
Held, That rate per gross ton should 
not exceed 65 cents on prepared sizes, 
and 55 cents on pea, buckwheat and 
smaller sizes, including screenings; 
Dec 17, p 915. 


Express et al (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 
454. Complainant alleges that de- 
fendants’ rates on cake are unrea- 
sonable as compared with their rates 
on bread; Held, That defendants may 
properly apply a somewhat lower rate 
on bread than on cake; but that the 
present rates on cake are unreason- 
able and should not exceed the regu- 
lar merchandise rates, excluding the 
weight of the hamper in which the cake 
is shipped. * * * Defendants’ tariffs 
provide that the bread rate shall ap- 
ply to mixed shipments of bread and 
cake, but not unlesS at least 50 per 
cent of the shipment consists of 
bread. Complainant contends that 
this rule bars it from making mixed 
shipments, while it permits certain 
of its competitors who bake both 
bread and ‘cake to obtain the bread 
rate upon shipments of bread and 
cake; Held, That the above rule of 
defendants discriminates against com- 
plainant, and is unjust and unreason- 
able, ape should be discontinued; Nov 
5, p 637. 


Northwestern et al (2884), 19 I C C 
Rep, 424. Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable rates on grain from parts 
of South Dakota, Minnesota and Iowa 
to Omaha, Neb., as compared with 
the rates from same points to other 
markets; the real and important ques- 
tion here is whether or not defend- 
ants shall be required to establish 
rates from the territory in question 
to Omaha on a basis of like rates for 
like distances as compared with their 
rates from same points to Minneapo- 
lis: Held, That the rates to Minneap- 
olis are strongly influenced or con- 
trolled by competitive conditions 
which do not likewise affect the rates 
to Omaha. The interests of the Min- 
neapolis lines which do not-also reach 
Omaha, as well as the demands of 
the milling interests at Minneapolis, 
create conditions which, as to the 
rates and transportation to Minne- 
apolis, are substantially dissimilar 
from those which apply to the rates 
and the transportation to Omaha; 
complaint dismissed; No 5 p 6%1. 


ana & Texas Railroad & Steamship 
Co et al (3251), 19 I C C Rep, 502. On 
April 7, 1908, complainant made a 
shipment of a carload of mixed gro- 
ceries from Orange, Tex., to Eunice, 
La.. a distance of 105 miles; a rate 
of 10 cents was paid thereon, but this 
rate was in error, and the legal rate 
of 55 cents was subsequently col- 
lected. The: 10-cent rate became ef- 
fective April 14, and expired June 3, 
1908. The present rate by one line is 
apparently 55, and by the other, 70 
cents. The rate of 10 cents was 
clearly abnormal and the Commission 
cannot award a refund on that basis; 
complaint dismissed; Nov 26, p 770. 


Oregon Lumber Co vs Oregan Railroad 


& Navigation Co et al (3212), 19 I C 
C Rep, 582. <A carload of lumber 
shipped from Baker City, Ore., to 
Mammoth, Utah, was loaded to the 
maximum in bulk permitted by the 
restrictions of the carrier; the weight 
of the load was less than the rated 
minimum of the car and charges were 
assessed on the basis of such mini- 
mum; Held, That the charges should 
have been on the actual weight, and 
reparation awarded; Dec 17, 916. 


Pabst Brewing Co vs Chicago, Milwau- 


kee & St Paul et al (3140 and 3141); 
Schlitz, Jos.. Brewing Co vs same 
(3246). 19 I C C Rep, 584. Following 
Liebold Co vs DL & W,171I CC 
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Rep, 503, complainants’ claims for 
reparation on various shipments of 
beer from Milwaukee, Wis., to points 
on the Pacific coast and in Colorado, 
Wyoming, western Nebraska and New 
Mexico are denied. Complaints dis- 
missed; Dec 31, p 989. 


Pacific Coast Jobbers’ & Manufactur- 


ers’ Association vs Southern Pacific 
et al (1649). Effective date of order 
suspended until March 1, 1911; Dec 31, 
p 979. 


Paragon Plaster Co vs New York 


Central & Hudson River et al (2967), 
19 IC C Rep, 480. Complaint is here 
made of a $2 rate per net ton on wall 
plaster from Syracuse, N. Y., to Bos- 
ton, Mass., and $1.75 to New York, 
N. Y., as unreasonable per se and 
discriminatory in comparison with a 
rate of $2 from Wheatland and Oak- 
field, N. ¥., to Boston, and from Gar- 
butt, N. Y., to Boston and a similar 
rate to New York City from Wheat- 
land, Garbutt and Oakfield. On the 
circumstances disclosed of record, the 
Commission is, however, unable to 
sustain these allegations. Complaint 
dismissed; Nov 26, p 776. 


Pierce, George N., Co vs New York 


Central & Hudson River (3152), 19 I 
C C Rep, 579. Complaint is here 
made of the assessment of transfer 
charges on 57 consignments of L C L 
freight from the Black Rock, N. Y., 
station of defendant to complainant’s 
private siding. Charges were col- 
lected at the rate of $3.50 per car. 
The pertinent points of the tariff un- 
der which charges were assessed read 
as follows: ‘“‘Ferry Car Service.—Cars 
containing freight which has been 
received or is to be forwarded from 
stations named herein via the lines of 
this company, subject to freight 
charges, will be moved to or from our 
station freight houses from or to in- 
dustries named herein having direct 
track connection with rails of this 
company within station limits under 
the following conditions: 1. Cars must 
contain only such freight as may un- 
der current rules be accepted for 
transportation. 2. This arrangement 
will not apply to freight in switching 
movement to or from a connecting 
earrier, nor from one siding to an- 
other siding within the jurisdiction of 
one agency. Without Charge.—When 
ears contain 5,000 pounds or more, or 
when cars are loaded to their full ca- 
pacity. free of charge.’’ Complainant’s 
name was not included in the list of 
industries receiving this service 
gratis, because the sidetrack had not 
been constructed at the time the tar- 
iff was issued. By an amendment, 
some months later, complainant’s 
name was placed therein. With re- 
spect to all but five of the shipments, 
movement was intrastate and beyond 
the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
Held, That reparation should be 
awarded on the interstate shipments, 
because exaction of transfer charge 
was discriminatory: Held further, 
That the practice of naming specific 
consignors and consignees as entitled 
to certain service is objectionable not 
only on account of form, but because 
it may often effect, as in the present 
instance, an actual discrimination be- 
tween persons similarly situated and 
equally entitled to the carrier’s serv- 
ice; Dec 17, p 908. 


Ponchatoula Farmers’ Association, Ltd. 


vs Illinois Central (2834), 19 Ic Cc 
Rep, 513. This complaint is directed 
against the rates, minima and rules 
of transportation governing the move- 
ment of produce from Ponchatoula, 
La., to Chicago. Specific objection is 
made to the defendant’s so-called 
“owners’ risk rule’’ and the practice 
of requiring shippers’ load and count: 
complainant also asks that defendants 
be required to furnish a care shed at 
Ponchatoula, under which complain- 
ant’s shipments can be loaded with- 
out damage from the weather; that 
defendant be required to furnish cars 
in good condition, to transport com- 
plainant’s shipments without delays, 
transfers, jolting and rough coupling. 
to pay claims promptly and to load 
and strip cars without charge or to 
give complainant compensation for 
performing this service; to prescribe 
a classification, rate schedule and 
regulations for the transportation of 
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complainant’s shipments. Held, That 
the Commission assumes no jurisdic- 
tion over such subjects as jolting, 
prompt settlement of claims and po- 
lite treatment, while such subjects 
as proper loading sheds, bracing, clean 
cars, etc., are not here presented upon 
an allegation of discrimination or upon 
any basis that would authorize the 
Commission to grant relief. Coming to 
a consideration of the rates themselves 
and the minima fixed, it is Held, (1) | 
That minimum of 18,000 pounds on| 
strawberries from Ponchatoula to 
Chicago is unreasonable and should 
not exceed 17,000 pounds; (2) That 
rate of 58.5 cents on lettuce is unrea- 
sonable and should not exceed 55 
cents; (3) That rule that where the 
aggregate weight of a mixed carload 
of fruit and vegetables does not reach 
20,000 pounds the fictitious weight of 
the highest rated article shall be 
added to make 20,000 pounds is un- 
just, and that in lieu thereof a rule 
should be established providing that 
where the weight does not reach 20,- 
000, weight of the heaviest loaded 
article shall be added sufficient to 
make the required minimum—except 
when the shipment consists of two 
or more articles of equal weight, in 
which case the added weight shall be 
that of the lowest rated article. It 
is further held that defendants’ 
owner risk rule in effect at time com- 
plaint was made, viz.: ‘“‘Rule 12.— 
Owner’s Risk.—The rates herein ap- 
ply only on shipments at owner’s risk. 
If the shipper elects not to accept the 
rates and conditions herein, apply ten 
(10) per cent higher than rates pub- 
lished in tariff,’’ was vague and mis- 
leading, but that present one, viz.: 
“Rule 12.—Owner’s Risk.—The freight 
rates herein apply only on property 
shipped subject to the conditions of 
the carrier’s bill of lading. If the 
shipper elects not to accept the said 
reduced rates and conditions he 
should notify the agent of the receiv- 
ing carrier, in writing, at the time his 
property is offered for shipment, and 
if he does not give such notice, it 
will be understood that he desires the 
property carried subject to the car- 
rier’s bill of lading conditions in or- 





der to secure the reduced rate] 


thereon. Property carried not sub- 
ject to the conditions of the carrier’s 
bill of lading will be at the carrier’s 
liability, limited only as provided by 
common law and by the laws of the 
United States and of the several 
states, in so far as they apply. Prop- 
erty thus carried will be charged 
freight (10 per cent) higher than if 
shipped subject to the conditions 
of the carrier’s bill of lading, in ad- 
dition to all other charges provided 
for in this tariff and supplements, 
such as for icing, detention, recon- 
signing, diverting, strips and braces, 
or removing consolidated carload 
shipments in packages,’ appears to 
remove the cause of complaint against 
it; and, Held further, Shipper’s load 
and count rule is not unreasonable; 
Dec 3, p 817. 

Portland Chamber of Commerce vs Ore- 
gon Railroad & Navigation Co et al 
(2537); Transportation Bureau of 
Seattle Chamber of Commerce et al 
vs Northern Pacific et al (2545), 19 T 
C C Rep, 265. These complaints at- 
tack defendant’s interstate class rates 
from Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., and 
Portland, Ore., to points in Washing- 
ten, Oregon, Idaho and Montana. 
While allegations of discrimination in 
favor of jobbers and shippers at east- 
ern and middle western points were 
made in the complaints, at the hear- 
ing the plea for relief was predicated 
on the unreasonableness per se of the 
charges made. It appeared from the 
testimony that, with certain excep- 
tions, the coast jobbers could sell 
their goods east on defendant’s lines 
to about the eastern boundary of 
Washington and Oregon; within this 
territory there are certain sections 
in which they cannot compete; an 
adjustment was made about five years 
ago which preserves to Spokane a 
certain prescribed territory: west from 
Salt Lake, to about half the distance 
to Portland the Utah jobber has the 
advantage, while some of the smaller 
northwestern jobbine points also con- 
trol particular regions. Defendants 
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admitted that the rates relatively are 
high as compared with rates west- 
bound from their eastern termini and 
with rates in other sections of the 
country, but asserted that, when all 
the conditions surrounding this traf- 
fic was taken into consideration, the 
rates did not constitute an excessive 
charge for the service rendered. Both 
the Northern Pacific and Great North- 
ern practically proposed to reduce 
their back-haul interstate charges 
about 16% per cent, but complainants 
contended that even then the rates 
would be excessive and that the re- 
ductions in rates from the Twin Cit- 
ies to Spokane ordered in the Spo- 
kane case, would leave the coast cities 
substantially in their present situa- 
tion. The Oregon Railroad & Navi- 
gation company opposed any reduc- 
tion. As the financial history and 
condition of the Hill lines was con- 
sidered fully in the reports in the 
Spokane case, the Commission here 
devoted itself to a particular study 
of the O R & N. It found that its 
average earnings on its present capi- 
talization have been almost 14 per 
cent for the past decade; that for 
1909 and 1908 a dividend of over 7 per 
cent on the actual value of the prop- 
erty would have been available, or 
more than 9 per cent on the original 
cost. The line’s dividend record for 
12 years, 1898-1909, shows an average 
of over 17 per cent, despite the fact 
no dividends were paid prior to 
1905. Upon the whole record, it is 
held that there should be a horizontal 
reduction of the rates complained of 
oP less than 20 per cent; July 2, 
p 19. 


Prahlow, R., vs Indiana Harbor Belt et 
al (3334), 19 I C C Rep, 572. Com- 
plainant assails the reasonableness of 
the rate and weights from Wolf Lake, 
Ind., to the plant of the Gottfried 
Brewing Co at South Chicago, Ill. 
The rate was a combination on Indi- 
ana Harbor, Ind. Complainant alleges 
that the combination via Whiting 
was lower, but this combination was 
not available, being a local rate, and 
limited to industries on the line of the 
originating carrier at that point; 
since Nov 15, 1910—shipments at is- 
sue moved during February—the rate 
from Whiting has increased so that 
the combination is the same as via 
Indiana Harbor. Rates were assessed 
on the marked capacity of the cars 
and complainant particularly assails 
the 80,000-pound charge as unreason- 
able. The evidence on this point, 
however, is unsatisfactory, and while 
the Commission adheres to the prin- 
ciples announced in Romona Ooolitic 
Stone Co vs Vandalia, 13 I C C Rep, 
115, it is not of the opinion that sub- 
stantial justice requires its applica- 
tion to the switching service here in- 
ig Complaint dismissed; Dec 24, 
p 947. 


Prentiss, J. LL, & Co vs Pennsylvania 
(3025), 19 I C C Rep, 68. The nota- 
tion by the consignor on a bill of lad- 
ing of the letters “D. L. & W. R. R.”’ 
in the blank intended for the naming 
of the route interpreted, on a ship- 
ment from Philadelphia to Buffalo, to 
require the defendant to deliver the 
ear to the Lackawanna at Manunka 
Chunk, and the instructions thus 
given are not satisfied by a mere de- 
livery at Buffalo on the terminals of 
the latter line. Therefore, Held, That 
the complainant is entitled to be re- 
imbursed for unloading charges it was 
compelled to pay, but which would 
have been absorbed by the Lacka- 
wanna under tariff authority had it 
9 tetera in the line haul; July 2, 
p 60. 


Preston, Albert, vs Chesapeake & Ohio 
et al (2177), 19 I C C Rep, 406. Under 
the circumstances disclosed by the 
record in this case, the Commission 
does not find that the maintenance 
of a higher rate from Rockhouse, Ky., 
to Brockwayville, Pa., than is contem- 
poraneously maintained from Rock- 
house to Buffalo and Salamanca, N. 
Y., was, at the time the shipments of 
crossties moved, in violation of the 
fourth section of the act; nor does it 
find that either the rate from Mar- 
rowbone, Ky., to Huntington, W. Va.., 
or that from Rockhouse to Marrow- 
bone, or that from Rockhouse to 
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Brockwayville, on crossties, was un- 
just or unreasonable; Noy 5, p 638. 

Proctor & Gamble Co vs Cincinnati, 
Hamilton & Dayton et al (3208), 19 1 C 
C Rep, 556. Complaint is here made 
of the assessment of demurrage 
charges on privately-owned tank cars 
when on the private tracks of their 
owners and to the provision that if 
private cars are returned under load 
the railroad service is not at an end 
until the lading is removed. The rules 
are embodied in the so-called Uni- 
form Code of Demurrage Rules. 
Complainant, and intervenor, the In- 
dian Refining company, calls atten- 
tion to the fact that the carriers do 
not attempt to provide themselves 
with tank cars and that the shipper 
is forced to furnish them himself or 
ship in barrels, and, that on outbound 
loads, defendants take no cognizance 
of car until it is placed on the inter- 
change track for movement by the 
defendants. Defendants contend that 
the decision of the United States Su- 
preme court in the Illinois Central 
case, 215 U. S., 452, upholding the 
right of the Commission to compel 
the counting of private cars in car 
distribution as a means of preventing 
discriminations sustains the rule here 
attacked; that otherwise, if a private 
car owner could insist that his cars, 
when on his private tracks, were out 
of service and should not be treated 
as cars of commerce, but buildings 
of storage, and, having demanded and 
received his quota of company cars 
in time of car stringency, he could 
then put his own equipment back into 
service and so defeat the operation of 
any fair rule for car distribution. 
Further, That complainant voluntar- 
ily provided itself with cars and put 
them into service under the mileage 
allowance provisions of the defend- 
ants’ tariffs; that, having accepted 
this feature of the tariff, it could not 
reject the demurrage provision. Com- 
plainant contends that not only should 
private cars standing on the private 
tracks of their owners be free from 
demurrage, but when standing on the 
private tracks of any other shipper. 
Held, That defendants are within 
their lawful rights in establishing and 
maintaining the rules complained of. 
Complaint dismissed; Dec 17, p 903. 

Quammen & Austad Lumber Co vs 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul et al 
(3005), 19 I © C Rep, 110. Complain- 
ant claimed reparation on shipment of 
compo-board from Minneapolis. 
Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., made Oct 
2, 1908, on the ground that the rate 
should not have exceeded that on 
sash, doors, etc., which constituted 
part of the carload; but as no wit- 
nesses appeared at the hearing and 
no evidence was produced upon the 
merits, the complaint must be dis- 
— without prejudice; July 9, 
p 111. 

Railroad Commission of Alabama vs 
Louisville & Nashville et al (1683). 
See Morgan Grain Co vs Atlantic 
Coast Line et al (1671), ante. 

Railroad Commission of Georgia vs At- 
lantic Coast Line et al (1727). See 
Morgan Grain Co vs same (1671), 
ante. 


Railroad Commission of Nevada _ vs 
Southern Pacific et al (1665), 19 I C C 
Rep, 238. Complaint is here made of 
the rates from eastern territories to 
points in Nevada; these are charac- 
terized as the highest main line rates 
to be found within the United States. 
This is traced to two causes: (a) the 
fact that the whole of the United 
States from Colorado common points 
to the eastern seaboard, barring a 
few of the southeastern states, is one 
wide zone with practically uniform 
rates to the Pacific coast points, and 
(b) rates to Reno, Nev., are based 
upon these blanket rates, plus the 
local rates back to point of destina- 
tion. Present rates to Reno are as 
follows: 

From groups B, C, D, E, F, G, H and I: 

2. 3. 


Cae... %, 4. 5. 
Rate ... 429 373 322 277 243 
Class .:.' A, B. Cc. D. E. 
Rate ... 238 159 133% 125%, 120% 
From Group J: 
Ciass ... ik. 2. 3. 4. 5. 
Rate ... 429 373 302 262 238 
Class ... A. B. Cc. D. E. 
Rate ... 218 154 128% 110% 105% 


Rates to points east of Humboldt, 
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Omaha and oth- 


Omaha and oth- 
er points’. in 
Group FY ..... 1.33 1.04 .83 .79 .T1 

Clinton and oth- 
er points in 
Group Ej ..... 1.46 1.14 .91 .86 .71 

Chicago and oth- 
er points in 
Group Dj ..... 1.50 1.18 .94 .89 .80 

Toledo and other 
Cincinnati-De- 
troit common ° 
points? ........ 1.56 1.23 .98 .92 .83 

Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg-Buf- 
falo common 
pointst ........ 1.62 1.28 1.03 .96 .86 

New York and 
common pointsf 1.15 1.38 1.11 1.03 .93 
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such as Winnemucca and Elko, Nev., 


are made on the Ogden combination 
and vary as the rate from point of 
origin to Ogden. Nevada is no longer 


a “bridge.’”’ At present it has a traf- 
fic, both freight and passenger, which 
is far too considerable to be over- 
looked under the rule de minimis. 
The time has come, in the opinion of 
the Commission, when the carriers 
west of the Rocky mountains must 
treat the inter-mountain country 
upon a different basis than that 
which has hitherto obtained. Ne- 
vada asks for rates as low as those 
given Sacramento. This the Com- 
mission cannot grant. In making 
rates to Reno from the territories 
east consideration must of necessity 
be given to other existing rates and 
to paste upon the Pacific coast. It 
is held, that rates on the Southern 
Pacific main line in Nevada to Reno 
and points east thereof to and not 
including Winnemucca should not 
exceed the following: 


— --Class-- 
From— 1. 2 3. 4. 5. 


“. 





Denver and oth- 


er points in 
Group Ji ....$2.10 $1.82 $1.54 $1.33 $1.12 


Grand Island and 


other points in 7 
Group G7 .. 2.30 2.00 1.68 1.45 1.22 


er points in 
Group Fi .... 2.50 2.17 1.83 1.58 1.33 


Clinton and oth- 


er points in 


Group Ej .... 2.80 2.42 2.03 1.71 1.43 
Chicago and oth- 

er points’ in 

Group Dj .... 2.90 2.51 2.09 1.75 1.47 
Toledo and other 


Cincinnati-De- 


troit common 

pointst ....... 3.05 2.63 2.19 1.81 1.52 
Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg-Buf- 

falo common 

pointst ....... 3.20 2.76 
New York and 
common pointst 3.50 3.01 2.49 2.00 1.67 


bo 


.29 1.87 1.57 





--Class--———_——_ 


From— A 2 Go. rh. 
Denver and oth- 

er points in 

Group Jt ..... $1.12 $0.87 $0.70 $0.66 $0.60 
Grand [sland and 

other points in 

Group Gt 


1.22 .96 .76 .73 .65 


To Winnemucca and points east 


seemed to the Nevada-Utah state 
ne: 


--Class-- 


From— 4. 2. 3. 4. 5. 
Denver and oth- 

er points in 

Group Jf ..... $2.00 $1.72 $1.46 $1.26 $1.06 
Grand Island and 

other points in ‘ 

Group Gf ..... 2.19 1.90 1.60 1.38 1.16 
Omaha and oth- 

er points in 

Group FY ..... 2.38 2.06 1.74 1.50 1.26 
Clinton and oth- 

er points in 

Group Ef ..... 2.66 2.30 1.93 1.62 1.36 
Chicago and oth- 

er points in 

Group D7 ..... 2.75 2.38 1.99 1.66 1.40 
Toledo and other 

Cincinnati-De- 

troit common 

pointst ....... 2.90 2.50 2.08 1.72 1.44 
Buffalo and other 

Pittsburg-Buf- 

falo common . 

pointst ........ 3.04 2.62 2.18 1.78 1.49 
New York and 


common points? 3.33 2.86 2.37 1.90 1.59 


Reiter, Curtis & Hill vs New York, 





--Class-- 
From— Tee: 
Denver and oth- 
er points 


in 
Group Jj .....$1.06 $0.83 $0.67 $0.63 $0.57 


Grand Island and 
other points in 


Group Gj ..... 1.16 .91 .72 .69 .62 


Omaha and oth- 
er points in 


Group Fi ..... 1.26 .99 .79 .75 .67 


Clinton and oth- 
er points in 
Group Ej 

Chicago and oth- 
er points’ in 


Group Dj ..... 1.43 1.07 .89 .85 .7 


Toledo and other 
Cincinnati-De- 
troit common 


points} ........ 1.48 1.17 .93 .87 .79 


Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg-Buf- 
falo common 


| ea 1.44 1.22 .98 .91  .83 
New York and 
common pointst 1.66 1.31 1.05 .98 .88 
+As designated in Transcontinental 
Freight Bureau Westbound Tariff 


1K, IC C No 920. 


tAs designated in Nor Pac No 23500, 


I C C No 3295. 


With respect to commodity rates 
asked for, the Commission is without 
the data at hand to make the neces- 
sary order. Therefore the carriers 
are required to furnish detailed data 
as to actual movements for a three- 
month period, rates charged, basis, 
etc., and rates that would have been 
charged had Sacramento rates been 
applied; the complainant will be re- 
quired to furnish a list of the com- 
modities upon which it desires special 
ratings and the defined territories 
from which it wishes said ratings to 
apply. The Commission its of the 
opinion that justice cannot be done 
to Nevada unless Nevada points are 
ut on a practical parity with points 
n eastern Washington and eastern 
Oregon, and a further hearing will be 
held after the data _ requested has 
been furnished (July 2, p 41). Effec- 
tive date of order postponed until 
Dec 1 (Sept 10, 371); effective date 
postponed until Jan 2, 1911 (Dec 3. 


p 742). 
—See also “Courts, Federal.”’ 


Record Oil Refining Co et al vs Midland 


Valley et al (2842), 19 IC C Rep, 132. 
Attack is here made on the reason- 
ableness of a rate of 17.5 cents on 
crude petroleum in tank cars from 
Muskogee, Okla., to New Orleans, 
La., and the establishment of a 15- 
cent rate is prayed for. The short 
line mileage, eliminating terminal 
movemnens from Shrewsbury, La., to 

ew Orleans, the rate on which is 
not attacked, is 634 miles. Prior to 
Jan 1, 1909, the rate on this traffic 
was 25 cents; on that date, following 
requests and negotiations with refin- 
ers for a lower rate, it was reduced 
to 17.5 cents. This includes the ab- 
sorption of a $4 switching charge at 
New Orleans. To move traffic before 
the opening of a pipe line by the 
Standard Oil Company from Musko- 
kee to Baton ouge, defendants 
claimed they established a 15-cent 
rate between those points to move 
business that would have otherwise 
waited for the completion of the pipe 
line. This rate does not appear to 
give Baton Rouge any unfair advan- 
tage and it seems that the compell- 
ing motive back of the complaint is 
the fear that business will be lost 
with the opening of the Standard re- 
finery at Baton Rouge. At the time 
this case was decided this plant was 
not yet in operation and the distribu- 
tive rates therefrom were not at- 
tacked in these proceedings. Any un- 
ust relation of rates outbound from 
aton Rouge and New Orleans were 
not within the scope of the pleadings 
in this case. Complaint dismissed; 
July 9, p 97 


Susquehanna & Western (3062), 19 
I CC Rep, 290. This complaint is a 
claim for the refund of demurrage 
assessed on cars of contractors’ 
equipment held at Vails, N. J., while 
private sidings were being con- 
structed to a point near that town 
where the complainants had a con- 
tract for work for another carrier. It 
seeent? that request for the construc- 
tion of a private siding was not made 
until shipments actually began to 


E. 


emhe's 1.39 1.08 .86 .82 .74 








Rutland, W. W. and E. L., 
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move from Pennsylvania points. Al- 
though complainants might have un- 
loaded shipments at Vails, they did 
not care to do this because of the 
heavy cost in hauling their equip- 
ment by team to the point at which 
they were going to commence work. 
It appears that complainants’ de- 
mands for a private siding were com- 
plied with within a reasonable time, 
and the Commission finds no grounds 
upon which it might properly award 
damages to the complainants. Com- 
plaint dismissed; July 9, p 108. 

Rickel, T A, vs Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe (3124), 19 I C C Rep, 499. 
Without considering the question of 
legality of the use by interstate car- 
riers of so-called exchange scrip 
books, the Commission holds that be- 
cause of the defects of the tariff un- 
der which such books were sold by 
the defendant the provision therein 
limiting the right of the purchaser to 
demand redemption of unused cou- 
pons to a period of eighteen months 
was not valid. Reparation awarded 
the complainant for his unused cou- 
pons, although presented for redemp- 
tion after the said period had ex- 
pired; Nov 26, p 766. 

Riter, George W, vs Oregon Short Line 
et al (2964), 19 I C C Rep, 443. This 
complaint is directed against the ex- 
action by the defendants of a 50-cent 
validating charge on special rate 
round-trip tickets. No question is 
raised as to the propriety of requiring 
validation, but objections are directed 
to the manner in which the fee is ex- 
acted and the validation made. Held, 
That (1) there is a great force in 
the position of complainant that good 
faith to the public would require de- 
fendants to state in advertisements 
of their excursions the total amount 
which would be exacted for the trans- 
portation service, of which valida- 
tion is a part; but it is difficult to see 
how it can be held to be a violation 
of the act to regulate commerce to 
exact a part of the tariff rate at the 
ticket office when the ticket is sold 
and the balance of that rate at the 
validating agency when the ticket is 
validated. (2) hile it seems: prob- 
able that in some instances the place 
of validation might be made more 
convenient than it now is and that 
the annoyance to the public might be 
somewhat lessened, still upon the 
showing made in this record and 
upon knowledge of the situation, the 
Commission hesitates to interfere by 
any general rule. If special instances 
arise where the inconvenience is un- 
due, those can be dealt with indi- 
vidually. (3) It has been assumed 
that the validation of these excursion 
tickets was a regulation or practice 
which fell within the jurisdiction of 
this Commission, but that point has 
not been particularly considered, and 
is not decided. (4) Under the method 
of handling these validation fees they 
never find their way into the revenue 
returns of the carriers to this Com- 
mission. In some way those fees 
should find their way into the ac- 
counts of the railroads; but the cir- 
cumstance that a proper account of 
the fees is not given does not of ne- 
cessity stamp the exaction of it or 
the method of its exaction as illegal. 
(5) Complainant’s contention that the 
manner in which these validation fees 
are handled amounts to a violation of 
the fifth section of the act is not 

a Complaint dismissed; Nov 


Running, S., vs Chicago, St. Paul, Min- 


neapolis & Omaha (2541), 19 I CC 
Rep, 565. Complainant asks repara- 
tion in the amount represented by 
the difference between the published 
rate charged on his shipments of 
strawberries from Menomonie Junc- 
tion, Wis., to St. Paul, Minn., and the 
rate which he understood to be in 
force; but in the absence of any 
proof that the rate exacted was or is 
unreasonable for the exclusive use of 
an feed refrigerator car between the 
points of shipment and destination, 
the cepeyaint must be dismissed; Dec 
17, p 918. 

tners, 
doing business as the Canadian Val- 
ley Grain Co, vs Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific et al (2443): See Canadian 
Valley Grain Co vs same, ante. 


Saginaw & Manistee Lumber Co et al 


vs Atchison, ram & Santa Fe et 
al (2821), 19 I C Rep, 119. Com- 
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plainants have sawmills at Williams, 
Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz. ‘They de- 
sire to reach points on the Phoenix & 
Eastern, the main line of the Sou- 
thern Pacific between Maricopa and 
Bowie, the Gila Valley, Globe & 
Northern and the El Paso & South- 
western. It is admitted that rates 
from all three points of origin should 
be the same and the lumber would 
in all cases pass from Williams over 
the Santa Fe main line to Ashfork, 
thence over the Santa Fe, Phoenix & 
Prescott to Phoenix. The rate from 
Williams to Phoenix is challenged, 
but complainants do not put in issue 
rates to Santa Fe points north of or 
other than Phoenix. Joint rates have 
been established from San Pedro, 
Cal., to the points on the Phoenix & 
Eastern an complainants contend 
that the rates from the Arizona mills 
are unreasonably high and that the 
relation of rates from their mills as 
compared with those from San Pedro 
is unjustly discriminatory. Rates to 
the principal Phoenix & Eastern 
points from Williams and San Pedro 
are as follows: 

From Williams to— 
Dis- Lumber Timber 
tance. Rate. Rate. 
Miles. Cents. Cents. 










Mesa ......+.- 232 31 28 
Kelvin ....... 298 37% 28 
Winkelman .. 313 37% 28 


From San Pedro to— 
Dis- Lumber Timber 
tance. Rate. Rate. 
Miles. Cents. Cents. 


Mesa ......... 446 40 
a 612 40 27 
Winkelman ... 527 40 27% 


The average distance from all of the 
complainants’ mills to Phoenix is 
about 240 miles; penn attack 
the rates as inherent unreasonable. 
Held, That rates on timber and lum- 
ber from Williams to Phoenix should 
not exceed 18 cents, carload mini- 
mum, 40,000 pounds. Held further, 
That joint through rates should be 
established from mills of the com- 
plainants to Phoenix & Eastern 
points not to exceed the following: 
Lumber Timber 


To— Rate. Rate. 
DE? tent o vex'éoaeges 26 18 
MEE) inaiec caeae ds eu 27 19 
Winkelman ........... 28 20 


* * * Complainants contend that ad- 
justment from San Pedro is unjustly 
discriminatory against Williams; a 
differential between the two points is 
asked. The common lumber produced 
at Williams must be sold in south- 
ern Arizona; it will not bear the cost 
of transportation; the peapertes of 
common lumber to the higher grades 
is so great that manufacture cannot 
be successfully conducted unless the 
poorer grades can be disposed of in 
some market at a fair price. From 
San Pedro the Arizona lumber comes 
in competition with that from the far 
northwest, which is waterborne to 
San Pedro and carried by rail to 
Pheenix; this lumber, complainants 
contend, is superior in quality to their 
poorer grades. The difficulty in ad- 
justing the situation, however, lies 
in the fact that the transportation 
from San Pedro and from Williams 
is by different carriers and discrimina- 
tion cannot be predicated upon the 
refusal of the Santa Fe to make a 
rate to Phenix from Williams that is 
lower than an inherently reasonable 
charge. With respect to the Phcenix 
& Eastern, the situation is somewhat 
different; while the stock is owned 
by the Southern Pacific, operation 
is independent. Treating it as an in- 
dependent property it hauls lumber 
from both illiams and San Pedro 
to stations along its own route and 
may, therefore, be held guilty of dis- 
crimination if it gives one place more 
favorable rates than the other. The 
Commission is of the opinion that 
rates from Wiliams to points on its 
line should be lower than from San 
Pedro. The Commission has already 
fixed the rate from Williams and 
cannot assume that the Southern 
Facific will so reduce its rates from 
San Pedro as to defeat the findings 
in this case: (3) As before noted, 
complainants ask for the establish- 


ment of joint through rates on other 
lines besides the Phenix & Eastern. 
The present situation with respect 


to these pointes ig as follows: 





Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co vs St. 


Schlitz, Jos., Brewing Co vs Chicago, 


Shoecraft, S., & 






—From Williams.— 
Dis- Lumber Timber 
tance. Rate. Rate. 









To— Miles. Cents. Cents. 
Red Rock .... 306 70.5 70.5 
Tucson ..)..... 339 86.5 86.5 
Benson ....... 387 101.0 101.0 
Tombstone... 416 123.0 123.0 
Bisbee ........ 451 131.0 131.0 
ere 440 131.0 131.0 
Douglas ........ 466 144.0 144.0 
Oe si éveckes 577 146.25 146.25 


—From San Pedro.— 
Dis- Lumber Timber 
tance. Rate. Rate. 


To— Miles. Cents. Cents. 
Red Rock .... 493 35.0 21.5 
cs gree 526 35.0 21.5 
Benson ....... 575 35.0 21.5 
Tombstone .... 599 44.5 23.0 
Bisbee ....... - 639 51.5 22.5 
) Sere 627 51.5 31.3 
Douglas ...... 653 54.0 31.8 
Globe ......... 764 50.0 33.5 


The Commission is of the opinion 
that through routes to these points 
from Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs 
should be established via the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe; Southern 
Pacific; Santa Fe, Prescott & Phcenix; 
Maricopa & Phenix; El Paso & 
Southwestern, and Gila Valley, Globe 
& Northern, according as the various 
points are reached by these lines, 
the rates not to exceed the follow- 


ing: 
Lumber Timber 
Rate. Rate. 
To— Cents. Cents. 
Red Rock ........... 28 19 
... Sea ree re 28 19 
DE. pbb eto itestce 30 21 
Tombstone ........... 33 23 
ME Sb cess aca ska ses 36 24 
ME  awack dbveeead ete 36 24 
EEE. vce cas c'powess 38 25 
oo a ehilaetin 44 30 
July 9, p 89. 


Lauis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
et al (3113), 19 I C C Rep, 141. Com- 
plaint is here made that defendants 
apply a rate of 18.75 cents on lum- 
ber and numerous of its products, 
including lath, sash and doors, from 
Pine Bluff, Ark., to Fort Worth, 
Tex., while on box shooks a rate of 
22.75 cents is assessed. A reduction 
of the latter rate to the lumber basis 
is requested. The box shooks manu- 
factured by complainant are of the 
lowest grade of yellow pine and ap- 
pear to be of about the same value 
as the lumber itself; doors and sash, 
on the other hand, are about twice 
as valuable as the shooks and record 
does not disclose the rates on these 
articles were established because of 
competitive conditions or are _ re- 
garded as less than normal. Prior 
to Nov, 1909, the rate on shooks 
was 27 cents; eight days after the 
establishment of the present rate, a 
special commodity rate which ex- 
pired Feb 18, 1910, was established; 
this rate was 18.75 cents, and appears 
to have been made to take care of 
a contract made by complainant for 
the sale of shooks on that freight 
basis. To points north of Pine 
Bluff, shooks for several years took 
a lower rate than lumber, while to 
destinations south a higher rate has 
generally prevailed. Held, That rate 
should not exceed that on yellow pine 
lumber; July 9, p 98. 


Milwaukee & St Paul et al (3246). See 
Pabst Brewing Co vs same (3140 and 
3141), ante. 
° Son Co vs Illinois 
Central et al (2569), 19 I C C Rep, 
492. Between Feb 21 and March 
12, 1907, complainant made five ship- 
ments of cement from La Salle, Ill., 
to Clinton, and Camanche, Ia., on 
which charges on rate of 6.24 cents 
were collected; some two years later 
additional charges on the lawful 
basis, 7.83 cents, were paid. Follow- 
ing Blinn Lumber Co vs Sou Pac, 
18 I © C Rep, 430, it is held that the 
claim is outlawed by the statute of 
limitations; Dee 3, p 830. 
Sikeston Mercantile Co vs Boston & 
Maine et al (3041), 19 I C C Rep, 


422. This case involves a claim for 
reparation on an L C L shipment 


of shoes from North Adams, ass., 


to Sikeston, Mo. Misrouting via St. 
Louis 


Mo., is complainant 
claiming traffic should have gone via 
t. It appeared, 
however, that shipment moved in 


East Louis, Mf. 





Spiegle, Geo. M. 
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accordance with shipper’s routing in- 
structions and complaint is therefore 


dismissed; Nov 5, p 645. 


Sligo Iron Stair Co vs Union Pacific 


et al (2699), 19 I C C Rep, 527. (1) 
Complainant here attacks rate of 
$20.60 on soft coal from Thomas, 
W. Va., to Tonopah, Nev.; particular 
complaint is directed against a local 
of $7.30 from Omaha, Neb., to Ogden, 
Utah. Previous to this there was 
an eastbound rate of $5.25. De- 
fendant, Union Pacific, admits the 
rate charged was unreasonable. 
Reparation awarded on this basis. 
The present through rate does not 
equal $18.55 per ton, the figure asked 
for as a joint through rate. For 
this reason, no opinion is expressed 
as to the various factors now going 
to make up the through rate, nor 
is a joint through route established. 
(2) Complaint is also made of a rate 
of $6.75 on smithing coal from Lilly, 
Pa., to Texarkana, Ark. Particular 
complaint is directed against a $4.25 
charge from Cairo, Ill., to destina- 
tion, because of the existence of a 
$2.40 rate on soft coal between the 
same points. The $4.25 rate now ap- 
plies on both smithing and soft coal. 
In Sligo Iron Store Co vs A & 
S F et al, 17, I C C Rep, 139, it was 
held that smithing coal might take 
a higher rate than ordinary coal. 
Without attempting to determine 
what would be a reasonable rate 
generally on soft coal between Cairo 
and Texarkana, it is held that the 
rate charged here was not unreason- 
able; Dec 3, p 828 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs Atlantic 


Coast Line et al (3021); same vs 
Central of Georgia et al (3165), 19 
I C C Rep, 434. Crude cottonseed 
oil shipments were made into Savan- 
nah, Ga., on local rates from points 
in Georgia and Alabama, there re- 
fined and then reshipped on balance 
of through rates from various points 
of origin to ultimate destinations. 
Between the inbound and the out- 
bound movements the rates had been 
advanced 2 cents per 100 pounds, 
and defendants applied on these ship- 
ments the higher through rates in 
effect at time of reshipment. Upon 
complaint that the higher charges 
were unlawful; Held, That the legal 
rates applicable on these shipments 
were the rates in effect at the time 
of the initial movement. Reparation 
awarded; Oct 29, p 609. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs Southern 


Railway et al (3069), 19 T C C Rep, 
79. The initial carrier quoted the 
lowest rate on cotton linters applic- 
able to shipments moving under a 
released valuation, but neglected to 
secure the shipper’s signature to such 
release of valuation. The delivering 
earrier collected at a higher rate; 
Heid, That it is the duty of the 
initial carrier not only to advise the 
shipper of the lower fates applying 
in case of release of valuation, but 
when informed of the vg whe desire 
to avail himself of such lower rates 
to obtain the sh s signature in 
accordance with the tariffs. Repara- 
tion awarded. July 2, p 65. 


, & Co vs Southern 
Railway (3029), 19 I C C Rep, 522. 
This complaint is founded on the 
fact that milling-in-transit rates on 
lumber at Bristol and Johnson City, 
Tenn., competitive points on the 
Southern Railway, are less than at 
Newport, Tenn., a non-competitive 
point. Milling-in-transit rates on 
grain are the same at all three places. 
Formerly the same condition was true 
with respect to lumber, but reduc- 
tions at the competitive points to 
meet rates of other lines, have en- 
abled jobbers and finishers at the 
two towns first mentioned, not only 
to ship to market at m« advan- 
tageous rates, but to outbid com- 
plainants in buying standing timber 
and rough lumber and to practically 
monopolize the trade. hile com- 
petitive conditions may render neces- 
sary a difference in charges for 
service in all other respects similar 
it is not just to have an adjust- 
ment that destroys the business of 
one concern and ereates a eg 4 
in favor of others. See Koch vs 

R R, 10, I C C Rep, 675 and Celina 
Mil! & Elevator Co, 15 I C C Rep, 
138. Held, Milling-in-transit rates at 
Newport should not exceed those 
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charged for the same _ service at 
Johnson City; Dec 3 p 826. 

State of Arkansas vs Pullman Co et al 
(3477). See State of Oklahoma vs 
same (3354), post. 

State of Indiana vs Pullman Co et al 
(3454). See State of Oklahoma vs 
same (3354), post. 

State of Kansas vs Pullman Co et al 
(3421). See State of Oklahoma vs 
same (3354), post. 

State of Oklahoma, State of Iowa, In- 
tervener, vs Pullman Co et al (3354); 
State of Kansas vs same _ (3421); 
State of Indiana vs same _ (3454); 
State of Arkansas vs same (3477), 
20 I C C Rep, 25. These cases all 
involve the reasonableness of rates 
upon upper berths. The record in 
the Loftus cases, 18 I C C Rep, 135, 
was incorporated in these cases. As 
stated in the report on the rehearing 
of the Loftus cases, 20 I C C Rep, 
21, the Pullman company has pro- 
posed a schedule of rates to cover 
the territory in which it operates in 
which many reductions are made in 
lower berth rates and upper berth 
rates, where the lower is' $1.75 or 
over, take a differential of 20 per 
cent under the lower berth rate. The 
Pullman company. summaried with 
what the complainants asked for and 
what it proposed as follows: 

“The state of Oklahoma has filed 
co laint on 48 upper berth rates 
(exelusive of one shown where there 
is no through rate). The accom- 
panying table shows a reduction of 
each of said rates, as follows: 

25 40c 50c 60c 





Oklahoma asks.... 3 i 21 


Pullman Co propose 1 10 2 9 

70c 75c 80c 90c 
Oklahoma asks.... .. 9 LE id ia 
Pullman Co propose 6 ad 4 6 








$1.00 $1.10 01.20 $1.25 
Oklahoma asks.... 6 ve 3S r 1 
Pullman Co propose 2 1 1 éh 

$1.40 $1.50 $1.60 
Oklahoma asks.... .. ee EP 
Pullman Co propose 4 1 1 


Of the 48 present upper berth rates, 
using each one once, they amount 
a ee ER rey ee $145.50 


SO Ec o-psiat eect dchbessbases eee 107.25 
Adjustments made to equalize, 
make reduction to ............. 109.05 

“The general revision of rates will in- 
clude similar reductions in upper berths 
between places in Oklahoma and 
many places reduce 27 lower berth 
rates between places in Oklahoma and 
places outside of Oklahoma which are 
mentioned in the complaint, although 
no reduction in lower berth rates is 
asked for. 

“The state of Kansas has filed com- 
plaint on 50 upper berth rates (ex- 
elusive of eight shown where there 
are no through rates). The accom- 
panying table shows a reduction of 
each of said rates, as follows: 

25¢ 40c 50c 60c 











Kansas asks....... 2 a 14 7 
Pullman Co propose 2 9 8 5 
70c 75ec 80c 90c 
Kansas asks....... «. 9 as we 
Fullman Co propose 4 Sic 3 3 
$1.00 $1.10 $1.20 $1.25 
Kansas asks....... ee ie 5 
Pullman Co propose. 1 5 4 oe 
$1.40 $1.50 $1.60 
Kansas asks...... —— 11 be 
Pullman Co propose. 1 2 3: 


Of the 50 present upper berth 
rates, using each rate once, they 


oo ER OP ere a en $175.00 
Kansas complaint is for reduc- 

EE Cs. . onem untae oes > 129.00 
Adjustments made to equalize 

make reduction to............... 135.50 


“The general revision of rates will 
include similar reductions in upper 

- berths between places in Kansas and 
many places not mentioned in the 
complaint. This general revision will 
also reduce 14 lower berth rates be- 
tween places in Kansas and places out- 
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side of Kansas which are mentioned 
in the the complaint, although no 
reduction in lower berth rates is 
asked for. 

“The state of Indiana has filed 
complaint on 62 upper berth rates. 
The accompanying table shows a re- 
duction of each of said rates, as fol- 











lows: 
25c 40c 50c 
Seer eee ate wh 2 
Pullman Co proposes... 44 9 ‘ 
. 60c Te $1.00 
Indiana asks..........-- a 42 18 
Pullman Co proposes.. 8 1 - 


Of the 62 present upper berth rates, 
using each rate once, they 


ER ee ee eee $102.00 
Indiana complaint is for reduc- 

ee Oe oe... Babee ese eco Reeee 51.50 
Adjustments made to equalize, 

make reduction t0...........+++- $1.85 


“The general revision of rates will 
include similar reductions in upper 
berths between places in Indiana and 
many places not mentioned in the 
complaint. This general revision will 
also reduce 9 lower berth rates be- 
tween places in Indiana and places 
outside of Indiana which are men- 
tioned in the complaint, although no 
reduction in lower berth rate is 
asked for. 

“The state of Arkansas has filed 
complaint on 40 upper berth rates 
(exclusive of 7 shown where there are 
no through rates). The accompany- 
ing table shows a reduction of each 
of said rates, as follows: 

25¢ 40c 50c 60c 





Arkansas askKs...... 1 o% 9 - 
Pullman Co proposes 1 4 1 


70c 75¢e 80c 90c 


7 a 





Arkansas asks...... ‘ 





Pullman €o proposes 11 Pr 4 1 
$1.00 $1.10 $1.20 $1.25 

Arkansas asks..... 19 on - 1 

Pullman Co proposes’ 3 3 2 


$1.40 $1.50 $1.60 





Arkansas asks........... -* 3 iis 

Pullman Co proposes... 1 = 1 
rates, using each rate once, 

Of the 40 present upper berth 
rates, using each rate once, 


they amount to........-..----+.- $116.00 
Arkansas complaint is for reduc- 

CO We osc? s orn ccdes cbice vsbtes 81.50 
Adjustments made to equalize, 

make reductions t0............-. 86.45 


“The general revision of rates will 
include similar reductions in _ upper 
berths between places in Arkansas 
and many places not mentioned in 
the complaint. This general revision 
will also reduce 19 lower berth rates 
between places in Arkansas and 
places outside of Arkansas, which are 
mentioned in the complaint, although 
no reduction in lower berth rates is 
asked for.’’ 

Inasmuch as the iower berth rates 
are not involved in these proceed- 
ings the same will not be a subject of 
an order, but the Commission is of 
the opinion that upper berth rates 
should not exceed 80 per cent of the 
rates applicable under the Pullman 
Company’s tariffs whenever such 
lower berth rate is $1.75 or over and 
$1.25 when the lower berth rate is 
$1.50; Dec 31, p 985. 

Stilwell, Nelson D., vs Lehigh & Hud- 
son River et al (3475, 19 IC RR 
- Rep, 404. This complaint involves 
the question of a case where the 
tariff of the initial carrier advanced 
its commutation rates between War- 
wick, N. Y., and New York, N. Y., 
via Jersey City, N. J., from $13.6 
to $18.30 for 60-ride book, without 
properly canceling the old rate as 
named in the tariff of another carrier 
to which the initial carrier was a 
party. Held, That this conflict comes 
within administrative ruling No. 104; 
reparation awarded; Nov 5, p_646. 
St. Louis Hay & Grain Co vs Mobile 
& Ohio et al (757); same vs Louis- 
ville & Nashville et al (884); J. R. 
Lucas vs Louisville & Nashville (923); 
Bartlett Commission Co vs _ Illinois 
Central et al (946), 19 I C C Rep. 
533. These complaints involve the 
reasonableness of defendants’ recon- 
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signment charge at East St. Louis, 
Ill, on hay originating at points 
north, east and west thereof and 
destined reconsigned to southeastern 
destinations. Complaint was _ first 
made in No. 757 and the Commission 
found that the charge should not 
exceed 1 cent per hundred pounds 
and awarded reparation on that basis, 
11 I C C Rep, 90. The defendants 
refused to pay reparation and suit 
was brought in the United States 
Circuit Court, which rendered judg- 
ment in favor of the plaintiffs. The 
Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed this 
verdict, but the Supreme Court re- 
versed the decision, holding that the 
earriers were entitled to a reason- 
able profit on reconsignment as well 
as transportation. The final disposi- 
tion of the other cases was held up 
pending the Supreme Court decision. 
In the original case 1 cent was found 
to be the cost; to this has been added 
% cent profit and 1.5 cents fixed 
as a reasonable charge in lieu of the 
present charge of 2 cents. Repara- 
tion is awarded on this basis. It 
appears that the charge has now 
been entirely eliminated. Dec 3, p 


St. Paul Board of Trade et al vs 
Minneapolis, St Paul & Sault Ste 
Marie (2002), 19 I CC Rep, 285. The 
defendant maintains two proportional 
rates out of Minnesota concentrating 
markets to Manistique, Mich., on 
butter and eggs destined to eastern 
points, one of 20 cents and one of 40 
cents per 100 pounds, the former -be- 
ing limited in its application to but- 
ter and eggs that have reached the 
concentrating points over defendant's 
line, and the 40-cent rate being an 
open rate applicable on butter and 
eggs reaching those markets over 
other rails; Held, That the defendant 
may make a distinction in its rates 
between shipments originating at the 
concentrating points, so far as its 
line is concerned, and traffic upon 
which it has had a haul into the con- 
centrating points; but it may do this 
only under proper tariff provisions 
connecting the inbound with the out- 
bound movements, and then only 
when the inbound movement to the 
concentrating point proceeds under 
rates on file with this Commussion. 
July 9, p 93. 

Strauss, August H., vs American Ex- 
press Co et al (2820), 19 I C C Rep, 
112. Complainant’s business is located 
on Green Bay avenue, Milwaukee, 
Wis., about six and a half blocks 
north of Hadley street, to which 
street defendants extend free pick-up 
and delivery service in the direction 
of Green Bay avenue. Complainant 
alleges discrimination because de- 
fendants extend free. service to 
shippers on Western and Fond du 
Lac avenues to a distance of about 
four miles from defendants’ general 
offices in Milwaukee, whereas com- 
plainant’s business is within three 
miles, and that free service is also 
extended on the east side of the 
Milwaukee river in a northerly direc- 
tion as far as the city limits and as 
far east as Lake drive. Held, That 
complainant should be accorded same 
pick-up and delivery service as is 
afforded shippers in other sections of 
the city mentioned; July 9, p 95. 

Traffic Bureau of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change vs Southern Pacific Co (2839), 
19 IC C Rep, 259. This complaint puts 
in issue the reasonableness of class 
rates from Sacramento, Cal., to all 
points on the main line of the de- 
fendant in Nevada and Utah, up to, 
but not including, Ogden. The rates 
from Sacramento to Reno, Nev., a 
distance of 154 miles, are: 

Class’ 1 23 3°#' GA B CD ‘E 
Rate 120 113 102 87 78 78 34 33.5 25.5 25.5 
The rates gradually increase from 
Reno eastward until, at Moline. Nev., 
the first-class rate is $1.725, which is 
the maximum up to Cecil Junction, 
Utah, one mile west of Ogden. The 
Sacramento-Ogden rates are on the 
following basis: 
Clase 123 3 *$*.5 A B'S VD EB 
Rate 154 131 115 96 79.5 79.5 62 56 38 31.5 
An examination of the tariffs on file 
with the Commission fails to show 
a scale of rates as high as that ob- 
taining between Sacramento and Reno 
on any other main line, and there are 
but a few interior intermountain 
rates that are almost as high, It ap- 
pears that the one justification given 
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Glass 1 2.8 5 
Rate 115 96 86 69 57% 57% 46 38 34% 29 
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for this scale was the exceptionally 
expensive cost of construction and 
operation of the line. Granting this, 
the Commission does not recognize 
the right of a carrier to single out 
a piece of expensive road and make 
the local traffic thereon bear an un- 
due portion of the expense of its 
maintenance or construction; a road 
is built and operated as a whole and 
local rates are not to be made with 
respect to the difficulties of each 
particular portion, charging the cost 
of a bridge to one section or the cost 
of a tunnel to traffic between its 
two mouths. In this case, as in the 
other western cases, considerable at- 
tention was paid to the general finan- 
cial condition of the lines involved. 
Figures for the Central Pacific showed 
unusually favorable returns. Held, 
That class rates from Sacramento to 
and including Lovelock, Nev., should 
not exceed 


Class ssccesse 123 45ABC DE 
Rate ...-.0-% 85 71 64 51 43 43 34 28 25 21 


and to and including Elko, Nev., 
5 ABcCOD E 


and to points east of Elko, to and in- 
eluding Cecil Junction, Utah, 


Class 3; £28 AS Cee: 
Rate 154 128 115% 92 77 77 62 51 46 38 


(July 2, p 35.) Effective date o 
order postponed until Jan 2, 1911; Dec 
3, p 842. 

—See also “Courts, Federal.’ 


Transportation Bureau of Seattle 


Chamber of Commerce et al vs 
Northern Pacific et al (2545). See 
Portland Chamber of Commerce vs 
Oregon Railroad & Navigation Co 
et al (2537), ante. 


Traugott Schmidt & Sons vs Michigan 


Central et al (2242), 19 I C C Rep, 
535. Complaint is here made of a 
50-cent blanket rate applicable on 
wool in the grease from _ Detroit, 
Mich., to Boston, Mass., and for the 
restoration of the stop-oft privilege 
at that city. This blanket rate was 
made May 16, 1904, and covers Chi- 
cago and rate points on the west to 
a point near Youngstown, O., on the 
east, and from points in the lower 
Michigan peninsula southward, in- 
cluding the greater part of Indiana 
and Ohio. Complainant contends that 
it should have the benefit of the 78 
per cent scale and points to the 
existence in 1900 of 82-cent L C L 
and 71 C L from Chicago and 65.5 
and 56.5-cent rates from Detroit, and 
an any-quantity rate of 55 cents 
from Chicago in 1903 and a 44-cent 
rate from Detroit, thus maintaining 
the 78 per cent basis. In justifica- 
tion of the 50-cent any-quantity 
blanket charge, the carriers allege 
competition through St. Louis and 
southwestern gateways to Boston: 
that it would be unfair to adopt this 
competitively forced rate out of Chi- 
cago as a basis for the application 
of the percentage principle. This 
competition did not exist further 
east, but the blanket was spread in 
order to be in accordance with the 
spirit of the long and short haul 
clause. While attention is called to 
the transit scouring privilege on wool 
at Omaha, it is pointed out that the 
lines there do not also serve Detroit. 
To uphold the contention on this 
ground and because other cOmmodi- 
ties are granted transit privileges at 
Detroit itself would pave the way 
for a general demand of the extension 
of like privileges in eastern terri- 
tory. This, the Commission does not 
feel inclined to do; moreover, it is 
the Commission’s belief that the 
transit privilege should be -curtailed 
wherever ‘possible. Wool, moreover, 
is not scoured at Detroit; the sort- 
ing and reloading there would add 
nothing to the value of the product. 
Attention is also called to the fact 
that here the complaint comes from 
the middlemen, not the producers in 
the west or the manufacturers in the 
—_, Complaint dismissed; Dec 3, 
p 821. 


Ullman, Joseph, vs American Express 


Co et al (2106), 19 I C C Rep, 34, 
354. The original complaint herein 
alleged unreasonable rates on raw 
furs from St. Paul to New York, but 
did not ask for reparation. The Com- 
mission ordered a reduction in rates. 
14 I C C Rep, 340, and subsequently 
complainant instituted this proceed- 
ing for reparation. Held, That under 
Rule 206 of Conference Rulings Bul- 
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Webster Grocer Co vs Chicago & 


p 768. 
Wells-Higman Cod vs Grand Rapids & 








letin No. 4, complaint should be dis- 
missed; Aug 20, p 274. 


Northwestern et al (2976), 19 1 C C 
Rep, 493. Between Jan, 1908, and 
Sept, 1909, complainant made.several 
L CL shipments of cheese from 
Plymouth, is., to Danville, Ill., upon 
which it was charged joint rates 
varying from 40.1 to 52.5 cents. It 
is alleged that rates were unreason- 
able to the extent they exceeded 31.35 
cents, a combination on Sheboygan, 
Wis. The rate to Sheboygan, how- 
ever, was a concentration rate and 
could not, therefore, be used in con- 
structing rates to Danville. There 
was in effect from Plymouth to 
Sheboygan a class rate of 12 cents 
and a 25.5-cent rate from Sheboygan 
to Danville. This combination could 
be used only via the Northwestern 
and not in connection with shipments 
handled via the St. Paul. Effective 
April 1, 1910, a through commodity 
rate of 31.35 cents, effective via 
either route, was published. At the 
time shipments moved via the St. 
Paul, the only combination possible 
was 40.1 cents. Held, That ship- 
ments moving via the St. Paul should 
have taken 40.l-cent rate and via 
the Northwestern 37.5 cents; repara- 
tion awarded on that basis; Nov 26, 






Indiana et al (2270), 19 I C C Rep, 
487. (1) During May, June and July, 
1907, complainant made shipments 
of grape or fruit baskets from 
Traverse City, Mich., to Balcom, IIl., 
upon which a joint through rate of 
26 cents was charged. This com- 
plainant contends was unreasonable 
because of the existence during part 
of that time of a combination on 
Chicago of 21 cents. Defendants con- 
tended that this low rate was forced 
by water competition, but the Com- 
mission finds nothing to rebut the 
general presumption that through 
rates in excess of the combination 
of locals are prima facie unreason- 
able and reparation is accordngly 
awarded on the basis of 21 cents on 
shipments moving during the period 
said combination was in effect. (2) 
A shipment of grape baskets from 
Metropolis, Ill., to Chicago, Ill., were 
reconsigned to Lawton, Mich. Recon- 
signing instructions were given to a 
earrier not participating in the 
original movement. Upon complaint 
that charges assessed were unrea- 
sonable because total charges ex- 
ceeded a lower combination alleged to 
have been in effect via that route at 
time shipment moved. Held, That 
there were two separate movements, 
state and interstate. The carriers 
participating in the interstate move- 
ment were not made parties defendant, 
Complaint dismissed. (3) On Sept 16, 
1908, complainant made shipment of 
baskets from Dongola, Ill., to Chicago, 
but before arrival, reconsigned the 
same to Paw Paw, Mich. The condi- 
tions connected with the movement 
from Dongola to Chicago are identical 
with those surrounding the movement 
from Metropolis to Chicago, hereinbe- 
fore discussed, and that movement 
was intrastate and without the juris- 
diction of the Commission. With 
respect to the rate from Chicago to 
destination, the Commission is unable 
to find any overcharge; Nov 26, Pp 


773. 
Willson Brothers Lumber Co vs Nor- 


folk Southern et al (3158). 19 IC C 
Rep, 293. On March 9, 1908, a car- 
load of lumber was shipped from 
Hertford, N. C., to Ashland, O. No 
routing instructions beyond Erte de- 
livery were given by the consignor; 
a rate of 27.25 cents, which cannot 
be verified from tariffs on file with 
the Commission, was charged. The 
lowest available combination was 
20.75 cents. The princip!e defendant 
set up the defense that *t was not 
advised of the rates of iis connec- 
tions and could not reasonably be 
expected to keep its local agents in- 
formed as to through charges to _dis- 
tant points. This, however, the Com- 
mission declines to accept as sufficient 
excuse. The destination is not to be 
here regarded as a distant point in 
the sense that that phrase is used 
in Duluth & Iron Range R vs C St 
PM & O’Ry Co, 18 I C C Rep, 485. 
489. Not being advised, the initial 
line could have consulted its connec- 
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tions or the consignor. Failing to 
do this it assumed the burden of 
giving the shipper the cheapest avail- 
able route. Reparation awarded on 
*20.75-cent basis; July $, p 107. 
Wyman, Partridge & Co et al vs Bos-. 


ton & Maine et al (1126), 19 I C C 
Rep, 551. This is a supplemental 


proceeding asking for reparation. The 


question involved in the original case, 
13 I C C Rep, 258; 15 I C C Rep, 577, 
was an advance in rail and lake rates 
to cover marine insurance. Repara- 
tion awarded in favor of the a 
complainants against certain lake-line 
defendants for damages on shipments 
of merchandise because of unreason- 
able rate advances to cover marine 
insurance protection which was never 
given. Joynes vs P RR Co, 171CC 
Rep, 361, cited ‘and distinguished. 
Dee 17, p 910. 


DECKER, Martin S., President, National 


Association of Railway Commissioners. 


Utterances: In opening address at 
twenty-second annual convention of the 


association declares that the day of 
conference is at hand; where state or 
federal jurisdictions overlap, commis- 
sions should meet and fix rates in co- 
operative spirit; Nov 19, p 717. 


DELANO, Frederic, President, Wabash 
Railroad Terminals: Declares terminal 


problem a vital one in large cities; 
healthy growth dependent upon trans- 
portation facilities; discusses com- 
—— of situation at Chicago; Dec 


p 992. 
Utterances: Addrésses Rivers and Har- 


bors Congress on the limitations and 
ementag of waterways; Dec 17, p 
91 


DELIVERIES, Terminal 
See “Misrouting— Terminal Delivery.” 


DEMURRAGE 
Average Agreement: Complaint that 


separation of cars into two classes 
under uniform code average agreement 
is unreasonable not sustained. Gen- 
eral Electric Co vs N Y C & HR 
et al (N Y Pub Ser Com, 2nd Dist); 
Oct 8, p 504. 


Jackson, George W.: Declares if rail- 


roads abolish demurrage bureaus, 
some substitute, preferably under 
Commission jurisdiction, should be 
.established; Dec 3, p 837. 


Michigan: State Supreme court holds 


rules promulgated by state railroad 
commission an interference with inter- 
state commerce and beyond the power 
of the commission to enforce; Oct §&, 
p 515. 


National Association of Railway Com- 


missioners: Committee on car service 
re-endorses uniform car service rules; 
defends 48-hour free time allowance 
and condemns abolition of car service 
bureaus; list of states in which rates 
are effective; Nov 26, p 780 


New England: Western New England 


shippers file protest with Commission 
against adoption of 48-hour rule in 
uniform code (Sept 17, p 421). Com- 
mission suspends uniform code until 
Nov. 1; Oct 1, p 493. 

—Recommended that 72 hours’ free 
time be allowed on lumber and 
forest products, coal, grain and 
grain products for aé_e period of 
six months from Dec 1, 1910, but 
that application of average rule in 
uniform code be allowed only in con- 
nection with the 48-hour basis. In 
the Matter of Demurrage Rules in 
New England, 19 I C C Rep, 496; Nov 
19, p 716. 


Ohio: Ohio Shippers’ association attacks 


Ohio dual codes; asks that 72 hours’ 
free time be given where cars carry 
over 66,000 pounds; Aug 27, p 312. 
—State Supreme court sustains de- 
cision of Franklin county court of 
common pleas that state railroad com- 
mission is without authority to regu- 
late demurrage. on interstate traffic; 
Dec 24, p 955. 


Oregon: State railroad commission 


adopts uniform code, except that 
charge is made $2 per day to conform 
to state law: July 2, p Tv. 


Pending Settlement of Controversies as 


to Payment of Charges: A carrier may 
demand its legal charges before de- 
livering freight, and demurrage accru- 
ing during a controversy as to such 
payment cannot be refunded on that 
ground alone, but it must be shown 
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that the charges are unreasonable or 
unjustly discriminatory. Fisk & Sons 
vs B & M (1590), 19 I C C Rep, 299; 
July 9, p 109. : , 

Private Cars: Rule providing for assess- 
,ment of charges on private cars when 
on private tracks, and particularly 
provision that if private cars are re- 
turned under load the railroad service 
does not end until the lading is re- 
moved. Held, Lawful. Procter & 
Gamble vs C H & D et al (3208), 19 
IC C Rep, 556; Dec 17, p 903. 

—New York public service commis- 

mission, seeond district, holds it il- 

legal to charge demurrage on inbound 

private cars standing on the private 

tracks of their owners. General Elec- 

tric Co vs NYC &H Ret al; Oct 8, 
604. 

Refund of: Complaint, demanding re- 
fund of demurrage charges that ac- 
crued pending negotiations for, and the 
construction of, private sidings and 
connections, the work being completed 
within thirty days after the request 
for them was made, dismissed as be- 
ing without merit. Reiter, Curtis & 
Hill vs NY S & W (3062), 19 ICC 
Rep, 290; July 9, p 108. 

Tariff Authority Therefor: A consignor, 
loading cars, detained them for sev- 
eral days before they were billed out 
to interstate destinations. The initial 
earrier issued a tariff providing for 
demurrage, but the tariff naming the 
rate applicable on the movements 
neither provided demurrage charges 
nor referred to the initial carrier’s 
tariff where such charges were speci- 
fied. Held, That there was sufficient 
tariff authority for the collection of the 
charges by the initial carrier (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 170. 


DISCRIMINATION 

See also ‘‘Long and Short Haul.”’ 

Car Service: United States Circuit Court 
of Appeals, Philadelphia, dismisses 
ease of Morrisdale Coal Co vs P RR, 
on ground exclusive jurisdiction over 
subject matter rests with Commission; 
Nov 26, p 784. 

—To the physical capacity of a coal 
mine the defendant adds its commer- 
cial capacity tested by the shipments 
made from it during the preceding 12 
months, and divides the sum by two; 
these two factors being revised quar- 
terly, the mine is thus given a con- 
stantly corrected rating in the distri- 
“bution of coal cars during percentage 
periods. If this basis is equitably ap- 
plied to all mines served by the de- 
fendant the Commission is unable to 
see that it results in an unequal, un- 
fair, or discriminatory distribution of 
its equipment. Hillsdale Coal & Coke 
Co vs P RR (1063), 19 IC C Rep, 356; 
Aug 27, p 299. 
—The special] allotment daily of 500 
of its system coal cars to a particular 
operator for the purpose of supplying 
foreign steamships with coal found to 
be a discriminatory practice so long 
as they were not counted against the 
rating of those mines during periods of 
ear shortage. A like view expressed 
of the sale by the defendant of 1,000 
of its coal cars to the same operator. 
Jacoby & Co vs P RR (1139), 19 IC C 
Rep, 326; Sept 10, p 371. 
—Rule providing that assigned cars, 
viz., private and foreign railway fuel, 
should be deducted from rated capacity 
of mining receiving same and that the 
remainder is to be regarded as the 
rated capacity of the mine in the dis- 
tribution of all unassigned cars held 
unlawful and discriminatory. Hills- 
dale Coal & Coke Co vs P RR (1063), 
19 I C C Rep, 299. 


Coal Rates: Judge Holland. United 
States District court, Philadelphia, 
grants petition of defendant for new 
jury in Carbon Hill Coal & Coke Co 
et al vs Pennsylvania Railroad, in 
which plaintiffs seek recovery of dam- 
ages for alleged’ discriminations in 
rates; July 16, p 134. 

—vVictoria Coal Co sues Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad for $18,000 damages for 
assessment of alleged discriminatory 
rates on coal from complainant’s mine 
ne (O.) district; July 16, p 


Coke: Held, That while the low rate on 
coke for blast furnaces, in view of the 
contemporaneous maintenance of a 
higher charge when used for other 
purposes is improper, such a rate does 
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Explosives 





not subject the smelters of ores not 
competing with iron to undue discrim- 
ination and cannot be made the basis 
of an award of reparation. Anaconda 
Copper Mining Co vs Chi & E et al 
eh 19 I C C Rep, 592; Dec 31, 
Pp ; 

Equal Facilities: The law not only gives 
to the shipper the right to an equal 
or a justly ratable use of the facili- 
ties of an interstate carrier, but the 
assurance that no other shipper shall 
fare ratably better at the hands of 
the carrier. Hillsdale Coal & Coke Co 
vs P RR (1063), 19 I C C Rep, 356; 
Aug 27, p 299. 

Express. See ‘‘Express.”’ 

Passenger. See ‘‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs 
and Tickets.’’ 

Pennsylvania: State Supreme court up- 
holds verdicts of trial courts in Clear- 
field county awarding damages on 
alleged discriminations in the matter 
of coal car supply and because of re- 
fusal of carrier to build a switch at 
shipper’s expense; July 16, p 154. 

Rates Predicated Upon Origin of Traffic: 
Held, That a carrier may make a dis- 
tinction in its rates between ship- 
ments originating at the concentrating 
points, so far as its line is concerned, 
and traffic upon which it has had a 
haul into the concentrating points; but 
it may do this only under proper tariff 
provisions connecting the inbound with 
the outbound movements, and then 
only when the inbound movement to 
the concentra*ing point proceeds under 
rates on file with this Commission. 
St Paul Board of Trade et al vs M St 
P&S SM (2002), 19 I C C Rep, 285; 
July 9, p 93. 

Sherman Anti-Trust Act: Parties ag- 
grieved through conspiracy to manipu- 
late freight rates to restrain competi- 
tion may appeal to the Sherman Act 
for relief and damages. Meeker vs 
L V et al U § C Ct A; Dec 10, p 863. 

Trainload vs Carload Rates: To give 
greater. consideration to  trainload 
traffic than to carload traffic would 
create a preference in favor of large 
shippers and be to the prejudice of 
the small shippers and the public. 
Anaconda Copper Mining Co vs Chi 
& E et al (2386), 19 I C C Rep, 592; 
Dec 31, p 982. 

Transfer Charges: The practice of nam- 
ing specific consignors and consignees 
as entitled to certain service is ob- 
jectionable riot only on account of 

« form, but because it may often effect 
an actual discrimination between per- 
sons similarly situated and equally 
entitled to the carrier’s service. 
Pierce Co vs N Y¥Y C & H R (3152), 
19 I C C Rep, 579; Dec 17, p 908. 

Two Rates for Same Service. See ‘‘Dis- 
crimination—Coke.”’ 


DOCUMENTS 


Destruction of: The Commission’s reg- 
ulations with respect to the preserva- 
tion and destruction of the records and 
documents of common carriers applies 
also to records and documents of all 
joint agencies maintained by carriers 
—— to the Act (Conf Rul); July 23, 
Pp . 


DOWLER, A. W., Traffic Manager, United 


States Gypsum company. 

Utterances: Criticizes decision of Kan- 
sas railroad commission readjusting 
rates on crushed gypsum rock as plac- 
ing heavy burden on cement mills in 
Kansas gas belt; Dec 31, p 1002. 


DRAYAGE CHARGES 


Refund of: Refund of drayage charges 
aid by consignee because of misrout- 

- ing will not be granted (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 171. 


DUNKIRK. ALLEGHENY VALLEY & 


PITTSBURG RAILROAD 
See “New York—Leases.”’ 


DURHAM, N. C. 
Note: Unless otherwise specified, it is 
to be understood that the following 
holdings also apply with equal force 
to Winston-Salem, N. C. 

Class Rates: Held, That rates from 
Lynchburg and Roanoke, Va., to Dur- 
ham and Winston-Salem should not 
exceed the following: 

Per 100 Pounds. 
Class. 
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 
Cts. Cts. Cts: Cts. Cts. Cts. 
52 42 34 25 21 17 





——— 


Per Per 
Per 100 pounds. barrel. pounds. 
Class Class. Class. 
A Bc Dd EK FF H. XK. 
Cts. Cts. Cts. Cts, Cts. Cts. Cts. Cts. 
15 18 15 18 #21 #30 2 10% 


Per ton 2,000 
pounds. 
—Class— 








Per carload. 

Class 
L. M. N. oO. P. 

$1.60 $1.85 $31.00 $21.00 $17.00 

and from Cincinnati, O.: 

Class...... a ee _ 
Maile. oss 84 71 57 42 37 29 

Corporation Commission of North 
Carolina vs Norf & West et al (1389), 
19 I © C Rep, 303; July 16, p 126. 

Rate Adjustment: Because of competi- 
tive conditions at Virginia cities, non- 
existent at Durham and Winston- 
Salem, failure to maintain rates as 
low or lower from western points to 
aforesaid Carolina cities as in effect 
to Virginia cities does not unduly dis- 
criminate against Winston-Salem and 
Durham. Corporation Commission of 
North Carolina vs Norf & West et al 


(1389), 19 I C C Rep, 303; July 16, 
p 126. 


EARNINGS 
See “Statistics.” 








EARNSHAW, H. A., Traffic Manager, 
Stone-Ordean-Wells Company. 
Utterances: Discusses selling trans- 
portation from the buyer’s standpoint; 
roads make a mistake in ignoring 
non-competitive traffic; Oct 8, p 515. 


EARTHENWARE 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 
Terminals: Held, That inland pro- 
portionals should not exceed those in 
effect to Missouri river points. Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake. vs A T & S F et al (2662), 
19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


EAST PORTLAND, Ore. 
See ‘‘Portland, Ore.”’ 


EGGS 
See “Dairy Products.” 


EICHENBERG CASE 
See ‘Courts, United States Supreme.” 


ELKO, Nev. 

Passenger Fares: Held, That on the 
record in the case there was nothing 
to show that Elko was unduly dis- 
criminated against through the failure 
of the defendant to sell round-trip 
tickets between that point and San 
Francisco, while selling such trans- 
portation from Reno to San Fran- 
cisco. Ballin vs Sou Pac (2738), 19 
I C C Rep, 503; Dec 3, p 829. 


EMPLOYES 
Competency of: Held, That, except in 
eases of accident, the Commission is 
without authority under the act to 
inquire into the competency of rail- 
og employes (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 


EMPLOYES, Ex- 

Remains of, Free Transportation: Free 
transportation of the remains of an 
ex-employe who resigned from the 
earrier’s service some time prior to 
his death is without warrant of law 
(Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 


EMPLOYES of Bridge Companies 
See ‘‘Free Transportation—Bridge Com- 
panies.’’ 


ERIE RAILROAD 
See “Special Articles.’”’ 


ESTIMATED WEIGHTS 
See “‘Weights, Estimated.” 


EX-EMPLOYES 
See Employes—Ex.”’ 


EXPLOSIVES 
Hearing: Commission announces in- 


vestigation into subject of regula- 

tions now being enforced by carriers 

for the transportation of inflamma- 

bles and other dangerous articles 

(Dec 3, p 839). Commission indefi- 

ew postpones hearing; Dec 24, p 
° 
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Jurisdiction: See “Courts, Federal— 
Export.”’ 

Long and Short Haul: See “Long and 
Short Haul Clause.’’ 

Western Pacific Railroad: Enters into 
traffic alliance with Toyo Kisen 
— Steamship company; Aug 13, 
p 4 


EXPRESS AND EXPRESS RATES 

Bread: Held, That bread may properly 
take a lower rate than cake. Oak 
Grove Farm Creamery vs Adams Exp 
 e (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 454; Nov 5, 
Pp . 

—See also ‘“Express—Mixed Ship- 
ments.”’ 

Cake: Held, That bread may properly 
take a somewhat lower rate than 
eake. Oak Grove Farm Creamery vs 
Adams Exp et al (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 
454; Nov 5, p 637. 

—Held, That rate should not exceed 
the regular merchandise rates, ex- 
cluding the weight of the hamper, 
which is to be returned free when 
received by the shipper at the office 
of the defendants. Oak Grove Farm 
Creamery vs Adams Exp et al (2894), 
19 IC C Rep, 454; Nov 5, p 637. 
—See also “Express—Mixed Ship- 
ments.”’ 

Courts, Federal: Judge Kohlsaat, 

United States Circuit court, issues 
temporary restraining order against 
enforcement of rate schedule of state 
railroad and warehouse commission 
of Illinois; Oct 15, p 546. 
—United States District Judge Shep- 
pard refuses to temporarily enjoin 
rates fixed by state railroad commis- 
sion (July 30, p 204); Aug 6, p 234. 

Ice Cream (Indiana): Rates reduced 
about 30 per cent and special com- 
modity rate given article; rates on 
returned empties reduced two-thirds; 
joint rates fixed at 75 per cent of the 
sum of the locals. Indiana Ice Cream 
Assn vs Adams Exp et al (Ind R R 
Com) (Aug 20, p 280). United States 
Express company attacks order in 
court; Sept 17, p 421. 

Illinois: Announced that state railroad 
and warehouse commission will re- 
duce intrastate rates about 10 per 
cent (Aug 27, p 312). State railroad 
and warehouse commission issues or- 
der reducing intrastate charges; some 
cuts range as high as 50 per cent. 
Commission finds: ist, Returns on 
eapital actually and necessarily em- 
ployed in state business are exces- 

sive; 2d, charges which now yield 
excessive returns should be reduced 
to a fair basis; 3d, present charges 
are both excessive and discrimina- 
tory; 4th, transportation charges 
should be based upon distance and 
graduated in proportion to weight; 
5th, terminal charges should be based 
on wagon service belonging uniformly 
to all shipments, irrespective of dis- 
tance between points of shipment and 
delivery; and, 6th, that charges for 
care and other service should be based 
upon the actual cost and value of said 
services. Opinion in full; Sept 10, p 
375. 
—See “Express—Courts,”” ante. 

Iowa: Attorney-General Byers files 
complaint with state railroad com- 
mission attacking intrastate charges; 
Sept 17, p 417. 

Liquor: Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion suspends tariffs advancing rates; 
Dec 10, p 860. 


Manahan, James: Declares express 
companies are without legitimate field 
in this country and act as unneces- 
mg A drains upon business; Aug 20, 
Pp 4 

Massachusetts: State railroad commis- 
sion dismisses without prejudice ap- 
plication of Boston, Providence & Fall 
River Express Company for permis- 
sion to operate via N Y N H & H 
Railroad between Boston and New 
Bedford; Aug 6, p 225. 

Milwaukee, Wis.: Held, that same pick 
up and delivery service should be 
given shippers on Green Bay avenue, 
north of Hadley street, as is extended 
to patrons on Western and Fond du 


Lac streets and to patrons on the east 
side of the Milwaukee river in a 
northerly direction to city limits and 
as far east as Lake drive. Strauss vs 
American Express et al (2820), 19 


I C C Rep, 112; July 9, p 95. 

















Mixed Shipments: Rule requiring that 
bread rate shall apply to mixed ship- 
ments of bread and cake, but not 
unless at least 50 per cent of the 
shipment consists of bread, held un- 
reasonable and discriminatory. Oak 
Grove Farm Creamery vs Adams Exp 
et al (2894), 19 I C C Rep, 454; Nov 


ee 

Montana: State railroad commission, as 
result of inquiry, on its own motion 
orders general reduction in intrastate 
rates, including merchandise, general 
specials and special commodity rates; 
upon rehearing permits some ad- 
vances in its previously promulgated 
merchandise rates; Aug 27, p 320; 
Aug 20, p 287. 

Oregon (Intrastate): State railroad 
commission issues order reducing rates 
of Wells, Fargo & Co. about 19 per 
cent; new rates on basis of 170 per 
cent of first class freight rates for 
short line mileage; postpones order 
until Sept (Aug 20, p 285; Aug 6, p 
241). Commission modifies former or- 
der; eliminates reductions in short 
haul charges; new merchandise rates 
average 84 per cent of old charges; 
Sept 10, p 373. : 

Rates in General: Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of New York, Chicago Associa- 
tion of Commerce, Boston Chamber 
of Commerce and 121 other local, 
state and national commercial organ- 
izations join in petition to Interstate 
Commerce Commission for an inves- 
tigation into all rates and practices; 
attack contracts between express 
earriers and railroads; charge earn- 
ings of express carriers are grossly 
ves petition in full; Aug 6, p 

9 

Western Express Company announces 
inauguration of service out of Chi- 
eago; Dec 31, p 970. 


FACILITIES 
Adequate: Unloading facilities that are 
ample to meet the general require- 
ments of a community need not be en- 
larged to meet the special require- 
ments of a single shipper on a given 
eceasion. Reiter, Curtis & Hill vs 
N YS & W (3062), 19 I C C Rep, 290; 
July 9, p 108. 

Equal Use of: The law not only gives 
the shipper an equal use of the facili- 
ties of an interstate carrier, but the 
assurance that no other shipper will 
fare ratably better at the hands of 
the carriers. Hillsdale Coal & Coke 
Co vs P R R (1063), 19 I C C Rep, 
356; Aug 27, p 299. 


FARES 
See ‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs and 
Tickets.’’ 


FLOOR RACKS 
See “Cars, Refrigerator.”’ 


FLORIDA 
Express: United States District Judge 
Sheppard declines to temporarily en- 
join order of state railroad commis- 
sion reducing rates; July 30, p 204; 
Aug 6, p 234. 


FOREIGN COUNTRIES 
See “Countries, Foreign.” 


FORT, J. Z., Governor, New Jersey 
Utterances: Announces that he will not 
call special session of legislature to 
deal with commutation rate problem; 
July 9, p 123. 


FREE TRANSPORTATION 
Bridge Companies, Employes of: It is 
unlawful to issue free transportation 
to employes of a bridge company 
which makes annual reports to the 
Commission, but files no tariffs and 
collects no charges from shippers or 
passengers, although its employes di- 
rect the movement of trains over the 
bridge (Conf Rul): July 23, p 170. 
Commercial Associations: <A _ railroad 
may not take members of commercial 
clubs on interstate excursions at its 
expense and as its guests (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 170. 
Employes-Ex.. Remains of: Free trans- 
portation of the remains of an ex- 
employe who resigned from the car- 


Rul); July 23, p 171. 






rier’s service some time prior to his 
death is without warrant of law (Conf 


Sex of Children Using: The sex of 
children must be stated on applications 


Georgia 31 
for passes (Conf Rul); Dee 17, p 919. 

State and Territorial Governments: 
Free and reduced rate transportation 
to persons traveling at the expense of 
state or territorial governments is un- 
lawful (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 920. 

Y. W. C. A.: It ig not lawful to grant 
free or reduced. rate transportation 
to traveling seeretaries of a Young 
Woman’s istiam. Association (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 171, 





FREIGHT CLAIMS’ ASSOCIATION 


Convention: Nineteenth annual con- 
vention held at Los Angeles, Cal., 
June 15-16; J. S. Tustin, president, 
discusses improvement in prompt 
payment of claims; tells of work of 
conference committee, the general 
growth of co-operation all along the 
line; tells of work in reaching ship- 
pers, both large and small, on the 
claim question; necessity for greater 
attention to matter of proper pack- 
ing; how the government is co-operat- 
ing in this respect; changes in con- 
stitution; election of officers, etc.; 
July 30, p 206. 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 


California, Southern, Producing Points, 
to Eastern Destinations: Rate of 
$1.15 on oranges held not unreason- 
able. Arlington Heights Fruit Ex- 
change et al vs Sou Pac et al (3000), 
19 I C C Rep, 148; July 9, p 82. 

California, Southern, Producing Points, 
to Bastern Destinations: Held, That 
rate on lemons should not exceed $L 
Arlington Heights Fruit Exchange et 
al vs Sou Pac et al (3000), 19 IC C 
Rep, 148; July 9, p 82. 

—Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al 
fie bill in the United States Circuit. 
court at St. Paul, asking that Com- 
mission’s order be set aside; allege- 
Commission did not determine reason- 
ableness of $1.15 rate; that order was 

on the fallacious assumption 
that carriers should protect by rate- 
adjustment domestic products against 
foreign invasion; that Commission is 
without power to make a blanket rate- 
and that the rate prescribed is un- 
reasonably low (Sept 17, p 410). En- 
forcement of order temporarily en- 
joined; final disposition of subject left 
— the Commerce court; Nov 5, p 

Cedar Gap and Seymour, Mo., to Min- 
neapolis and St. Paul, Minn.: Con- 
tention that rates on apples should 
not exceed by more than 1.5 cents 
rate from Springfield, Mo., to same 
destinations not sustained. Gamble- 
Robinson Commissicn Co vs St L & 
S F et al (3034), 19 I C C Rep, 114; 
July 9, p 102. 

Ponchatoula, La., to Chicago, Ill.: Held, 
That rate on lettuce should not ex- 
‘Ason ve iil Gent (880; 9 t Ce ee, 

8 en ; Ic " 
513; Dec 3, p 817. oe 

Ponchatoula, La., to Chicago, Ill.: Held, 
That minimum weight on strawber- 
ries should not exceed 17,000 pounds. 
Ponchatoula Farmers’ Assn vs _ Itt 
“a 19 I C C Rep, 518; Dec 3, 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from California 
Producing Points: Held, That rates 
in citrus and deciduous fruits should 
not exceed $1. Commercial Club Traf- 
SF et al’ (2662) 191 Oe Rex ie 
s et a , 19 Cc . 
July 2, p 25. oo 


GALVESTON TERMINAL CASE 


See “‘Eichenberg Case” under ‘Courts 
United States Supreme.” 1 


GARDNER, Wiiliam A., President Chi- 
cago \‘& Northwestern Railway. 
Biography: Sketch of railroad career, 
~~ with photograph; Nov 26 
Pp : 


> 


GEORGIA 

Interstate Rates, Jurisdiction of State 
Commission Over: See “Georgia— 
Western & Atlantic Railway,” post. 

Railroad Commissions Act: Judge 
Rawling, middle circuit, sustains con- 
stitutionality of act enlarging powers 
of state commission upholding fine 
assessed against ley Southern 
for failure to obey order of commis- 
sion; Dec 3, p 831. 

Western & Atlantic Railway: State 
railroad commission holds that, un- 
der terms under which state leased 
road to Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
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Louis system, it has right to regu- 
late interstate charges, subject to 
the review of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; July 30, p 215. 


GOVERNMENTS, State and Territorial 
See ‘‘Free Transportation.” 


GRAIN AND GRAIN PRODUCTS 

See also ‘‘Milling-in-Transit.”’ 

Buffalo, N. Y., to Boston and Rate 
Points: Former order condemning 
13-cent rate on flour and other wheat 
products, and establishing in lieu 
thereof rate of 12 cents, rescinded. 
Banner Milling Co vs N Y C & H 
R et al (1535), 19 I C C Rep, 128; 
July 2, p 58. 

Durham and Winston-Salem, N. C., 
from Chicago, Ill., and Ohio and 
Mississippi River Crossings: Present 
rates on grain and products and 
hay not found unjust. Corporation 
Commission of North Carolina’ vs 
Norf & West et al (1389), 19 I C C 
Rep, 303; July 16, p 126. 

Demurrage upon: ‘See ‘“‘Demurrage— 
New England.”’ 

Ex-Lake: Complaint on Rates: See 
“Complaints Board of Trade of Chi- 
cago vs Atlantic City et al.’’ 

Milling-in-Transit: illers and Cen- 
tral Freight Association roads reach 
agreement on rules; Nov 5, p 668. 

Omaha, Neb., from Points in South 
Dakota, Minnesota and Iowa: Held, 
That there is a dissimiliarity of con- 
ditions between this traffic and that 
from the same points of origin to 
Minneapolis, Minn., and_ readjust- 
ment on Minneapolis basis for like 
distances to Omaha denied. Omaha 
Grain Exchange vs C & N W et al 
(2884), 19 I C C Rep, 424; Nov 5, Pp 
631. 

South Dakota: State millers. start 
movement to secure intrastate rates 
on wheat on same basis as prevails 
in Iowa; Aug 20, p 280. ; . 

Transit Rules: See “Complaints, Chi- 
cago Board of Trade vs AT & SF 
et al.” 


GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY 
See ‘‘Massachusetts.”’ 


GULF COAST NAVIGATION COMPANY 
Character of Service Performed: Held, 
That service performed by this line 
for its parent company is not a serv- 
ice of transportation and that_ the 
mere fact that it may pick up a little 
incidental traffic now and then gives 
it no right to joint through rates 
with defendants. Gulf Coast Naviga- 
tion Co vs K C Sou et al (2253), 19 
I C C Rep, 544; Dec 17, p 905. 


GUMS 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific 
Coast Terminals: Held, That inland 
proportionals should not exceed those 
in effect to Missouri river points. 
Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, 
Salt Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 
19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 





GYPSUM i 
See “Cement; Lime and Plaster. 


HALE, Arthur, General Agent, American 
Railway Association. 
Utterances: Addresses Traffic Club of 
Chicago on car shortages and the 
remedies therefor; Oct 15, p 549. 


HARAHAN, J. T., President, Illinois 
Central Railroad Company. 
Retirement: Announces that he will 
retire in Jan, 1911, having reached 
age of 70; Oct 29, p 612. 


HAY < 
See “Grain and Grain Products. 


HEADING m 
See “Lumber and Forest Products. 


HICKORY SPOKES 
See “Spokes, Hickory.” 


HILL, James J.,. Chairman, Executive 
Roard. Great Northern. 
Urterances: Scouts talk of panic; Aug 
27, p 298. 


HOCKADAY, R. W., Industrial Commis- 
sioner, Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
Railway System. 

Call of the Southwest: Pictures. ad- 
vantages of Missouri, Kansas, Okla- 
homa and Texas to the ambitious 
settler—the land where the fruits 


of ag = are plentiful and rich; Aug 


6, p 23 





HOCKING VALLEY RAILWAY COM- 
PANY 


See ‘‘Mergers.”’ 


HODGDON, Wm., Freight Traffic Man- 


ager, Pennsylvania Lines, 
Utterances: Addresses Cincinnati 
branch of National Metal Trades As- 
sociation on why eastern class rates 
were advanced; a case of giving the 
public what it wants; Dec 24, p 952. 


HOLYOKE, Mass. 
See “Long and Short Haul.”’ 


HOURS OF SERVICE LAW 

Baggagemen: The provisions of sec- 
tion 1 of the law apply to train 
baggagemen, employes of a railroad, 

* who are required to hold themselves 
in readiness to perform any duty 
connected with the movement of any 
train (Conf Rul); July 23, p 170. 

Courts: Judge Morris, United States 
District Court, Iowa, holds federal 
lawconstitutional; U. S. vs Ill Cent; 
July 2, p 2. 


HUMBOLDT STEAMSHIP COMPANY 
CASE : 
See ‘“‘Alaska—Jurisdiction.” 


ICE CREAM 

Express—Indiana: State railroad com- 
mission gives commodity = special 
rating, reducing present charges about 
30 per cent; rates on returned empties 
reduced two-thirds; joint rates fixed 
at 75 per cent of the sum of the 
locals; Indiana Ice Cream Ass’n vs 
Adams Expr et al (Ind R R Com); 
Aug 20, p 280. 


ILLINOIS 

Classification: State railroad commis- 
sion announces it will consider peti- 
tions for changes in classification at 
Chicago Jan 4, 1911, Dec 24, p 959. 

Coal: Carriers postpone advanced 
rates from Nov to Dec. 1 (Oct 29, p 
621). Commission announces an in- 
crease of 7 cents per ton will be al- 
lowed from mines in state to Chi- 
cago; Dec 3, p 835. 

Express: Announcement made that 


Interstate 


brick via the Monon from Crawfords- 
ville to Brookston; Dec 24, p 967. 
—Monon Crushed Stone company files 
complaint with state commission, al- 
leging rates on crushed stone from 
Monon to Battle Ground, Delphi and 
Lafayette are unreasonable; Aug 20, 
p 280. 

Courts: Fifty suits filed by state rail- 
road commission against the Chicago, 
Indianapolis & Louisville railway in 
Montgomery county court for alleged 
failure to promptly comply with state 
commission’s order in Slider case re- 
ducing coal rates from New Albany; 
Aug 20, p 289. 

Decisions: State railroad commission 
declines to interfere with rate of 50 
cents per ton on coal from French 
Lick to Paoli. Trustees of Paoli vs 
CI&L; Nov 19, p 714. 

—State railroad commission orders 
reduction in rates on gravel from La- 
fayette, Ind.; Oct 1, p 494. 

—State railroad commission orders 
reduction of approximately 30 per 
cent in intrastate express rates on 
ice cream; rates on returned empties 
reduced two-thirds; joint rates, fixed 
at 75 per cent of the sum of the lo- 
cals. Indiana Ice Cream Assn vs 
Adams Exp et al (Aug 20, p 280). 
United States Express company at- 
tacks order in court; Sept 17, p 421. 
—State railroad commission orders 
rate on logs between Michigan City 
and Goshen reduced from 8.5 to 7 
cents, and between Disco and South 
Bend from § to 6 cents. Sander & 
Egbert vs Erie et al; Aug 20, p 274. 

Report: State commission, in fourth 
annual report, recommends augmen- 
tation of its powers so as to permit 
intervention in questions of locations 
of rights-of-way, etc.; right to au- 
thorize reparation in cases of rate 
misquotations; law to provide for uni- 
formity in claim presentation, etc., 
amendments to safety appliance laws 
and removal of two-year limitation on 
ng B of commission's orders; Aug 20, 
p 289. 


state commission will order reduction | INDUSTRIAL 


in rates (Aug 27, p 312). State rail- 
road and warehouse commission 
issues order reducing intrastate ex- 
press charges; some cuts range as 
high as 50 per cent; commission finds: 
Ist, returns on capital actually and 
necessarily employed in state busi- 
ness excessive; 2nd, charges which 
now yield excessive returns should 
be reduced to a fair basis; 3rd, pres- 
ent charges are both excessive and 
discriminatory; 4th, that transporta- 
tion charges should be based upon 
distance and graduated as in pro- 


portion to weight; 5th, termina! | 


charges should be based on wagon 


service belonging uniformly to all} 


shipments, irrespective of distance 
between points of delivery and ship- 
ment, and 6th, that charges for care 
and other details should be based 
upon the actual value and cost of 
such service. Opinion in full (Sept 
10, p 375). Judge Kohlsaat, United 
States Circuit Court, issues tem- 


porary restraining order against en- | 


forcement of commission’s schedule 


(Oct 15, p 546). Chicago Association | 


of Commerce urges shippers to pay 
rates other than those fixed bv the 
state commission only under protest; 
Rush C. Butler, attorney for the asso- 
— discusses the case; Oct 22, 
p ool. 


IMPORT RATES 
See “‘Rates, Export and Import.” 
Long and Short Haul: See “Long and 
Short Haul.”’ 


INDEPENDENT PETROLEUM MAR- 
KETERS’ ASSOCIATION 
See “Petroleum and Its Products.’’ 


INDIANA 
Class Rates: 


9, p 117. 


Coal: State railroad commission per- 
mits advance of 7 cents per ton in 
rates basing on Hammond to Chicago 


charges; Dec 10, p 847. 


Complaints: French Brothers of Brooks- 
ton file complaint with state railroad 
commission asking for lower rates on 











Announced that state 
commission will resume probe into 
class rate adjustment between Indian- 
apolis and other Indiana points; July 


Call of the Southwest: R. W. Hockaday, 
industrial commissioner, Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas railway system, pic- 
tures advantages Missouri, Kansas, 
Oklahoma and Texas offer ambitious 
settlers—a land where the fruits of 
labor are plentiful and rich: Aug 6, 
p 230. 

New Land of Promise in the West: W. 
H. Olin, industrial commissioner, 
Denver, Laramie & Northwestern 
railroad, discusses opportunities in 
Colorado and Wyoming; men, money 
and transportation needed to open up 
this rich territory and give it full de- 
velopment; Aug 27, p 314. 


INDUSTRIAL ROADS 
Allowances to: Announced that trunk 
lines have abandoned plan of abol- 
ishing terminal allowances to indus- 
trial roads; Dec 24, p 951. 


INFORMAL COMPLAINTS 
See ‘‘Complaints, Form of.” 


INTERNATIONAL RAIL COMMISSION 
State Department announces appoint- 
ment of Chairman Knapp to confer 
with Chairman Mabee of the Cana- 
dian board on question of joint board 
to control through traffic between the 
two countries (July 16, p 157). Mabee 
discusses need of international board 
(Aug 20, p 286). Mabee declares joint 
regulation of international traffic by 
railroad commissions of both coun- 
tries an early possibility (Sept 17, p 
412). Mabee and Knapp reach agree- 
ment on recommendations for an in- 
ternational board; report will be filed 
with Department of State at Wash- 
ington and Canadian foreign office: 
Dee 31, p 995. 


wig gl COMMERCE COMMIS- 

Appointments: President sends names 
of C. C. McChord, Kentucky, and RB. 
H. Meyer, Wisconsin, as commission- 
ers vice M. A. Knapp and F. M. 
Cockrell; Dee 17, p 902. 

Branch Office of Bureau of Statistics 
and Accounts opened in Chicago, IIl.: 
Examiner Fred W. Sweney in charge: 
Aug 20, p 275. 
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Investigations: Commutation Rates: 
Commission institutes inquiry into 
reasonableness of advances in rates 
to New York City made by New York, 
New Haven & Hartford; Aug 6, p 247. 
—Explosives. See “Explosives. = 
—Long and Short Haul Clause. See 
under ‘‘Long and Short Haul.” 
—Orders inquiry into relations exist- 
ing between the Pennsylvania railroad 
and the Keystone Elevator company 
at North Philadelphia, Pa.; July 9, p'| 
122. 

—Wire Companies. See ‘‘Wire Com- 
panies.”’ 

Rate Advances: Commission announces 
its intention to suspend all important 
and general advances pending an in- 
quiry into the reasonableness of the 
same; July 16, p 155. 

Statistical: Preliminary report of earn- 
ings for fiscal year of 1909 shows 
railroads gained $24,871,594 in operat- 
ing revenue, while expenses decreased 
$70,871,466 in operating expenses; | 
mileage, equipment and employes in- | 
crease; July 23, p 181. } 


INTERVIEWS 
See ‘‘Utterances.”’ 


IOWA 

Courts: State commission sues Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway 
in Polk county district court ta com 
pel compliance with order of com- 
mission in Clarke Coal company case, 
requiring acceptance of coal at Dav- 
enport, when from outside state, in 
foreign cars and transportation at 
state rates; July 9, p 123. 

Decisions: Commission orders general 
reduction in rates on soft lump and 
nut coal (Dec 17, p 934). Reported 
that railroads will take case _ to 
courts (Dec 24, p 963). New schedule 
in full (Dec 31, p 979). See also July 
9, p 112, and Nov 12, p 683. 

Express: Attorney-General Byers files 
complaint with state railroad commis- 
sion attacking intrastate rates (Sept 
17, p 417). Secretary Wrightman of 
the Iowa Manufacturers’ association 
charges combination between railroad 
and express companies; declares he 
will fight for a 75 per cent reduction 
in rates; Oct 1, p 487. 

Rate Adjustment: Contributor declares 
state board, in complaints filed with 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
contends for a broad readjustment of 
rates; varying proportionals between 
river and Des Moines attacked; shall 
earriers receive any charge that is a 
“greater compensation than the ag- 
gregate of the intermediate rates;”’ 
Aug 27, p 312. 

Reports, Annual: State railroad com- 
mission advocates doctrine of pro- 
tecting home industires in rate ad- 
justments; Sept 17, p 412. 


IVES, D. O., Secretary New England 
Board of Trade and Transportation. 
Utterances: Addresses Traffic Club of 
New York on the function of trans- 
portation departments of municipal 
and commercial organizations; urges 
co-operative conference; Oct 1, p 487. 


JACKSON, George W. 

Special Articles: Declares if demur- 
rage bureaus are abolished, some 
substitute, preferably under Com- 
mission jurisdi¢tion, should be estab- 
lished to secure equitable and non- 
preferential adjustment of disputed 
points between shippers and carriers; 
Dee 3, p 837. 


JAMES, Francis B. 

Utterances: Discussing bill of lading, 
declares solution of problem of frauds 
is to make carriers liable for accom- 
modation bills and prevention of for- 
gery; Aug 27, p 325. 

—See also “Rate Advances—Officia! 
Classification Territory.” 


JANSEN, W. B. 

Resignation: Resigns, because of ill 
health, as vice-president and assist- 
ant to the president of the Santa Fe 
system; Sept 3, p 356. 


JOINT REGULATION 
See “International Rail Commission.”’ 


JOLTING 
Jurisdiction: The Commission assumes 
no jurisdiction over such subjects as 


AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN—VOL. Line il 











the jolting of cars, etc. 
Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent (2834), 19 
I C C Rep, 51%; Dec 3, p 817. 


JORDAN, David Starr, President, Leland 
Stanford Jr. University. 

Utterauces: Declares federal regula- 

tion of railroads is preferable to state 
<ontrol; July 23, p 168. 


JURISDICTION OF THE INTERSTATE 

COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Alaska: The Commission has no juris- 
diction over carriers engaged in the 
transportation of passengers and 
property within the district of Alaska. 
In the Matter of Jurisdiction, etc. 
(2088), 19 I C C Rep, 81; July 2, p 50. 
—Humboldt Steamship company files 
bill in Supreme court for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia asking that Com- 
mission be compelled to take jurisdic- 
tion over this traffic (July 30, p 218). 
Attorneys for steaniship company ar- 
gue suit before Supreme court for 
the District of Columbia; assert that 
Alaska is a territory; Nov 5, p 667. 

Cars, Private: The Commission reaf- 
firms its right to exercise jurisdiction 
over private cars when used for the 
conveyance of amusement outfits, 
theatrical companies and the like. 
Chappelle vs L & N (2548), 19 IC C 
Rep, 456; Nov 5, p 643 

Claims: The Commission assumes no 
jurisdiction over the prompt settle- 
ment of claims. Ponchatoula Farm- 
ers’ Assn vs Ill Cent (2834), 19 IC C 
Rep, 513; Dee 3, p 817. 

Employes, Competency of: The Com- 
mission has no authority under the 
act, except in case of accident, to 
inquire into the competency of rail- 
road employes (Conf Rul); Dee 17, p 
919. 

‘Export. See ‘‘Courts, Federal—Export.”’ 

Foreign Countries, Transportation from: 
Transportation from foreign coun- 
tries not adjacent through the United 
States to an adjacent foreign country 
is subject to the act (Conf Rul); Dec 
17, p 919. 

Jolting: The Commission assumes no 
jurisdiction over such subjects as the 
jolting of cars, etc. Ponchatoula 
Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent (2834), 19 
I C C Rep, 513; Dec 3, p 817. 

Long and Short Haul: The Commis- 
sion’s authority under the fourth sec- 
tion extends to cases of through rates 
exceeding the sum of the interme- 
diate rates (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 

Misrouting: The Commission has ex- 
elusive jurisdiction over claims for 
damages arising from the misrouting 
of freight (Conf Rul): July 23, p 171. 

Passenger Service: The Commission 
has no power to require additional 
passenger train service (Conf Rul); 
Dec 17, p 920. 

Rates: The Commission has no author- 
ity to order the rival company which 
sola out to defendant to restore this 
route and rate. If such authority re- 
sides anywhere, it is in the courts, 
and not in this Commission. Douglas 
Shoe Co et al vs Adams Express 
(3183), 19 I C C Rep, 539; Dec 10, p 
860. 

Routes: The Commission has no au- 
thority to order the rival company 
which sdld out to defendant to re- 
store this route and rate. If such au- 
thority resides anywhere, it is in the 
courts, and not in this Commission. 
Douglas Shoe Co et al vs Adams Ex- 
press (3183), 19 I C C Rep, 539; Dec 
10, p 860. 

Signals, Block: The Commission has 
no authority. under the act, except in 
ease of accident, to investigate the 
physical condition of block signals 
(Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 


KANSAS 


Decisions: State commission orders es- 
tablishment of legislative crushed 
rock rates on crushed gypsum rock 
for distances up to 110 miles; estab- 
lishes 6-cent blanket rate for dis- 
tances from 115 to 260 miles. in- 
clusive (Dec 17, p 927). Traffic Mana- 
ger Dowler of United States Gypsum 
company criticizes decision as placing 
heavy burden on cement mills in gas 


belt; Dec 31, p 1002. 


KANSAS CITY LIVE STOCK CASE 
See “Rate Advances—Live Stock.” 


Live Stock 33 


Ponchatoula} KEGS 


Beer: A 20,000-pound minimum is ex- 
cessive as applied to consignments of 
empty beer kegs in refrigerator cars, 
but it is not excessive with respect 
to empty kegs and bottles, mixed, 
or to straight shipments of empty 
bottles. Miller Brewing Co vs C M 
& St P et al (3216), 19 I C C Rep, 
590; Dec 24, p 951. 


KENTUCKY 
Long and Short Haul: State railroad 
commission relieves Louisville, Hen- 
derson & St Louis railiway from com- 
plying with the state act with respect 
to traffic from Louisville to points in- 


termediate to Henderson and Owens- 3 


boro; Dec 17, p 934. 


KEYSTONE ELEVATOR COMPANY | 
See “Interstate Commerce Commission 
—Investigations.” 


KINDEL CASE 
Reparation: See under ‘‘Reparation.’’ 


KNAPP, Martin A., Chairman Illinois 
Commerce Commission 
Appointment: Named by President 
Taft for presiding justice of the new 
Commerce Court; biographical sketch, 
illustrated; Dec 17, p 902. 
Utterances: Addresses Railway Busi- 
ness asociation, urging liberal] treat- 
ment of railroads (Nov 26, p 777). 
Feels critics have not understood his 
speech; Dec 10, p 850. 


KRAKE, H. G., Commissioner, Business 
Men’s League, St. Joseph, Mo. 
Utterances: Declares middle west is 
optimistic; present crop situation and 
business conditions good; future out-° 
look satisfactory; July 2, p 68. 


LABOR UNIONS 

Rate Advances. Machinists oppose ad- 
vance in freight rates; criticize ac- 
tion of railroad brotherhoods in 
favoring increase; Oct 8, p 511, 
—American Federation val Labor 
adopts resolutions rebuking railroad 
brotherhood for supporting rate ad- 
vance; Dec 3, p 837. 


LA GRANDE, Ore. 

Rate Adjustment: Held, That Spokane 
rates should apply from defined ter- 
ritories east. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 I C € 
Rep, 162; July 2, p 3. 


LANE, Franklin K., Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner 

Special Articles: Writes in Review of 
Reviews on subject of railroad capi- 
talization; declares government should 
regulate issuance of securities; pub- 
lic should be informed of disposition 
of all funds; would make it criminal 
offense, to use proceeds of securities 
sales for purposes other than those 
for which said securities were issued; 
Oct 29, p 618. 

Utterances: Declares American rail- 
ways vastly superior to Buropean 
——e systems; Sept 10, p 
385. 


LETTUCE 
See “Fruits and Vegetables.’’ 


LINCOLN, J. C., President, National In- 
dustrial Traffic League 
Utterances: Addresses Grain Dealers’ 
National association on rate question; 
opposes rates on physical valuation or 
capitalization bases; competition the 
determining factor; Oct 16, p 556. 


LIND, John S., Ex-Governor, Minnesota 
Utterances: Sees menace in railroads’ 
fight for higher freight rates; Oct 8, 

p 505. 


LINTERS 
See “Cotton.” 


LIQUORS 

Express: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission suspends tariffs advancing 
rates; Dec 10, p 860. 


LIVE STOCK 

See also “Rate Advances.” 

Batavia and East Buffalo, N. _ Y., 
Between (Intrastate): Rate of 9 cents 
on sheep and lambs held not un- 
reasonable. Shepard vs N Y C & 
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H R et al (N Y Pub Ser Com, 2nd 
dist); July 2, p 77. 

Courts, Federal: United States Circuit 
court at St. Louis dismisses injunc- 
tion roceedings against order of 
Commission reducing rates from 
southwestern states to western mar- 
kets; Nov 12, p 694. 


LOADING 


See also ‘“‘Unloading.’’ 

Texas: State commision declines to re- 
lieve carriers from charges on carload 
freight and Texas ports’ pending 
hearing before the commission; Sept 
10, p 369. 


LOCATION 


Advantage of: When one community 
leans upon another for its competi- 
tive rates, the benefit of such rates 
ought not to be denied to the point 
where the competitive conditions ex- 
ist. Harbor City Wholesale Co vs 
Sou Pac et al (2611), 19 I C C Rep, 
323; July 23, p 162. 

—vs Zone Rate System: Because de- 
fendants have constructed a system 
of rates on a zone or blahket system 
is not sufficient to justify the collec- 
tion of unreasonable charges to any 
point. Every city is entitled to the 
advantage of its location and may not 
lawfully be subjected to high freight 
charges merely because carriers, for 
reasons of convenience or otherwise, 
include it in a number of other points 
in surrounding territory, which latter 
points are not similarly situated. 

Corporation Commission of North 
Carolina vs Norf & West et al (1389), 
19 I C C Rep, 303; July 16, p 126. 


LOCOMOTIVES 


“ 


Increase in rates on locomotives and 


tenders in uthern Classification 


amr --ion until March 


nde} h 
3, H911; Mov 19, p 737. 


LONG AND SHORT HAUL 
's Attitude in 1888: Extract 
a mmission report for 1888 


) attitude of body at that time, 
~when before me court had re- 
stricted appli n of provisions by 
its interpretation of ‘“‘under substan- 
tially aigaier circumstances and con- 
ditions”; e taW in its effects on 
large es; small towns 


efited; rermnrks, A 

that all « interior cities, large and 

small, on transcontin@rital lines will 

benefit by strict enforcement of act, 

the injurious effects to fali mainly 

pon the terminal cities; Aug 6, p 
4 


rt and Import: Commission holds 
that e t and inland proportions 
are subject to the provisions of the 
act and the jurisdiction of the Com- 


¢~ mission; the validity of a rate under 


General Relief under Fourth Section 


Hearings on Amended Provisions: Rail- 


this sect is determined by com- 
parison an export with an export, 
ete.; Dec 24, p 960. 


Gone: New law requires that all ex- 
ceptions to its provisions shall be 
specific instead of general; intent of 
measure is to remove all discrimina- 
tions that are not potential (Wash 
Set); Nov. 12, p 684. 


roads appear before Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and ask for 
omnibus suspension order of pro- 
visions of amended act, to be followed 
at later date by specific petitions for 
relief (Oct 15, p 538, 542). Commis- 
sion issues order relieving carriers 
from application of law until Feb 17, 
1911: changes made in interim must 
preserve status quo of _ situation 
Aug 17, 1910; application for relief 
from new act must be made prior to 
that time; Commission prescribes 
form of application; reaffirms through 
rate in excess of combinations ruling 
(Oct 22, 665). Commission an- 
nounces it will hold hearing Nov 28 
to consider certain questions arising 
under fourth section, viz., application 
of section to export and import, 
transhipment, proportional, excursion 
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sion, on behalf of eastern roads, takes 
position that fourth section of act 
does not apply to export or import 
or other proportional rates; F. H. 
Wood, for the Frisco lines supports 
this view; E. C. Lindley, for Hill 
lines, contends that section applied 
equally to export and import and 
domestic freight; F. C. Dillard, for the 
Harriman lines, also maintains that 
law applies to export and import pro- 
portionals; proportionals proper, how- 
ever, should not be compared with 
locals; R. Walton Moore, for southern 
lines, declares that there was nothing 
to justify a distinction between pro- 
portionals and export and _ import 
rates; F. H. Wood and R. Walton 
Moore discuss absorption of switch- 
ing charges and F. C. Dillard the 
question of rates to new intermediate 
stations and branch line points (Dec 
3, p 831); Dee 17, p 890. 


Holyoke and Springfield, Mass.: There 


is a dissimilarity of conditions affect- 
ing the transportation of coal from 
Pennsylvania fields to these points 


Tap Lines: 


which negatives the presumption of 
unreasonablenéss because rates to 
Holyoke, the intermediate point, are 
greater than to PrEnetels. Fisk & 
Sons vs B & M (1590), 19 I C C Rep 
299; July 9, p 109. 

Jurisdiction: The Commission’s author- 
ity under the fourth section extends 
to cases of through rates exceeding 
the sum of the intermediate rates 
(Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 

Rates in Violation: After Feb 17, 1911, 
charges in violation of the fourth sec- 
tion of the act, not covered by: an 
order of the Commission granting 
relief, will be held not to be in con- 
.formity to the law if changed in any 
manner which does not leave them 
free from conflict with the provisions 


of the section (Conf Rul); Dec 17, 
p 919. 


LOSSOW, A. H. 


Resigns as special examiner for the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to be- 
come Washington attorney for the 
Chicago & Northwestern railway; Aug 
27, p 325. 


LOUISIANA 
Canned Goods: Baton Rouge given same 


basis on canned goods from _ south- 
east as applied to New Orleans and 
Vicksburg; action result of friendly 
efforts of Interstate Commerce and 


state railroad commisions; Aug 20, 
p 274. 


Courts, Federal: Judge Foster, Circuit 


court, enjoins state commission from 
collecting fines against carriers for 
charging higher rates on logs and 
staves from state points to New Or- 
ltans for export than those fixed by 
the Louisiana board for the same 
movement; holds subject one of reg: 
ulation by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Dec 31, p 995. 


Courts: Commodity rates must bear the 


actual cost of service and their pro- 
portion of a fair return on the capital 
employed; an exception may be made 
where carrier handles both raw and 
finished product, the loss on one being 
made up by the gain on another. 
Morgan’s La & Tex R R & SS Co vs 
oe RR Com (La Sup Ct); Nov 26, 
p 780. 

—Held, That penalty for failure to 
settle loss claim cannot be assessed 
against delivering carrier where it is 
shown that said carrier had never 
received the freight from its connec- 
tion. Stohard vs La R & N (State 
Sup Ct): Nov 26, p 780. 


Lumber: Winnfield Board of Trade pro- 


tests to state railroad commission 
against a reduction in rates on ground 
that it would be inimical to the cause 
of forest conservation; Oct 8, p 505. 
State railroad commission 
protests to Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission against any general, blanket 
condemnation of tap line allowances; 
wants each line considered separately; 
Aug 6, p 229. 


and commutation rates; absorption of} .UMBER AND FOREST PRODUCTS 


switching charges at competitve 
points making net rate at more dis- 
tant point less than at intermediate; 
rates at new intermediate stations 
and on branch lines (Nov 19, p 725). 
George Stuart Patterson at hearing 
before Interstate Commerce Commis- 





See also ‘*Ties.”’ 
Alexandria, Mo., from Arkansas Points 


and Malden, Mo.: Held, That joint 
through rates. on staves and heading 
from Harrisburg, Ark., should not ex- 
ceed 17 cents, carload minimum, 30. 
000 pounds; from Malden, Mo., 15 


Demurrage 


Nevada, Intrastate: 


Lumber—Omaha 


cents, Paragould and Jonesboro, Arx., 
17 cents, same minimum: Held further, 
That present rates from Brinkley, 
Clarendon, Little Rock, Pine Bluff, 
Fordyce, Stephens, Camden and Tex- 
arkana, Ark., are not unreasonable. 
Bott Bros Mfg Co vs C B & Q et al 
(3077), 19 I C C Rep, 136; July 9, 
p 100. 

Bellamy, Ala., to Holly Beach, N. J.: 
Rate of 34 cents not found relatively 
unreasonable under the circumstances 
disclosed of record. Alabama Lum- 
ber & Expert Co vs Phila B & W 
et al (3025), 19 I C C Rep, 295; July 
9, p 95. 

Courts, Federal: Special Master Dick- 
son presents report to United States 
Circuit court for the eighth district, 
recommending that orders of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in 
Pacific coast lumber cases be en- 
joined insofar as they affect rates 
east of the Pembina-Port Arthur line; 
holds Commission acted arbitrarily 
and in violation of the spirit of the 
commerce law (July 30, p 198). Coun- 
sel for Commission file exceptions to 
special master’s report; attack find- 
ings of fact and conclusions of law; 
protest against substitution of court’s 
discretion for that of Commission 
(Aug 20, p 278). Special master de- 
clines to make any essential modi- 
fications in his report (Sept 3, p 354). 
Circuit court sustains special mas- 
ter’s report; Oct 15, p 548. 

upon: See ‘‘Demurrage— 

—New Engiand."’ 


Durham and Winston-Salem, N. C., to 


Cincinnati and Columbus, O.: Present 
rates not found unjust. Corporation 
Commission of North Carolina vs Norf 


& West et al (1389), 19 I C C Rep, 
126, July 16, p 126. 


Edgerton, Wis., to Deerfield, Wis. (In- 


trastate): Rate fixed at 6.04 cents. 
Heddles Lumber Co vs C M & St P 
et al (Wis RR Com); Nov 5, 667. 


Export: See “Courts, Federal—Export.”’ 
Gleason, 


Ark., to Points North and 
-East: Held, That rates on cypress 
lumber, carload minimum, 30,000 
pounds, should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: 


Kansas City, Mo............+-. 18 

All points between and includ- 
ing Coffeyville and Joplin, Mo. 18 

All points between and includ- 
ing Fort Scott and Kansas 


UE ea ee eer re 18 
Leavenworth and Atchison, 
Kan., and St. Joseph, Mo.... 19 


Omaha and Lincoln, Neb., and 

Council Bluffs, Iowa......... 21 
Cairo and Thebes, Ill........... 13 
es es se we va eb ecuntbes 15 
Freeman Lumber Co vs St LIM & 


S et al (2691), 19 I C C Rep, 348; 
Aug 13, p 250. 


Indiana (Intrastate): Rate on logs be- 


tween Michigan City and Goshen 
fixed at 7 cents; between Disco and 
South Bend at 6 cents. Sander & 


Egbert vs Erie et al (Ind RR Com); 
Aug 20, p 274. 


Low Rates Undesirable: Winnfield, La., 


Board of Trade protests to state rail- 
road commission against reduction in 
lumber rates on ground such rates 
would be inimical to conservation of 
the forests; Oct 8. p 505. 


Madison, Wis.. to Berkswood, Wis. (In- 


trastate): Held, That rate on logs 
should not exceed 2 cents. Arpin Lum- 


ber Co vs C St P M & O (Wis RR 
Com); July 9, p 111. 


Milling-in-Transit at Newport, Tenn.: 


Held, That rates should not exceed 
those charged at Johnson City, Tenn. 
Spiegle & Co vs Sou Ry (3029), 19 
I C C Rep, 522; Dec 3, p 826. 


Monroe, La., to Crowell, Tex.: Held, 


That rate on shingles via lines of 
defendants should not exceed 26.75 
cents. Menefee Bros vs Vicks S & P 
et al (2853), 19 I C C Rep, 117; July 
9, p 107. 


State commission 
reduces rate on first-class lumber 
from Verdi to Goldfield from $13 to 
$8 per ton; on rough from $13 to $5 
per ton; Oct 29, p 612. 


Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., to 


Points in Colorado, Kansas and Wyo- 
ming: Held. That rates should not 
exceed the following: 

Mahaska, Kan, 
Narka, Kan. 
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Commercial Club of Omaha vs C & N 


w ae (3049), 19 I C C Rep, 156; July 
9, p . 

Pine Bluff, Ark., to Fort Worth, Tex.: 
Held, That rate on box shooks should 
not exceed rate on yellow pine lum- 
ber. Sawyer & Austin Lumber Co vs 
St LIM & §S et al (3113), 19 IC C 
Rep, 141; July 9, p 98. 


Solin Springs to Superior, Wis. (Intra- 
state): Held, That rate should not 
exceed 3.5 cents. Pelletier Co vs 
Cc Sst PM & O et al (Wis RR Com); 
Nov 5, p 674. 


Southern to Nebraska Points: Held, 
That rate on yellow pine lumber and 
its products from Clarks, Standard, 
Fisher, Victoria, Longville, "Wood- 
worth, Yellow Pine, Lering, Zwolle, 

La., Diboll, 

Malvern, Draughon and War- 


Cravens and Pickering, 
Tex., 
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ren, Ark., and Grandin, Mo., should 
not exceed 37 cents to points on the 
Union Pacific from Josselyn to Bar- 
ton, Neb., inclusive, and on the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy from 
Smithfield to Venango, Neb., and Ox- 
ford Junction to Sanborn, Neb., both 
inclusive: that rates to Union Pacific 
points, Ralton to Smeed, Neb., in- 
clusive, should not exceed 40 cents. 
Central Louisiana Lumber Co et al 
vs C B & Q et al (2420), 19 IC C 
Rep, 333; July 23, p 166. 

Via Tacoma Eastern Railway: Inter- 
state Commerce Commission suspends 
tariff canceling through rates from 
stations in Washington on this line; 
Dec 24, p_ 967. 

Willamette Valley: Oregon & Washing- 
ton Lumber Manufacturers’ associa- 
tion renews fight against advanced 
rates on lumber from Willamette val- 
ley to California; files complaint with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Oct 8, p 506. 


Willamette Valley Case: See under 
“Courts, United States Supreme— 
Lumber.”’ 


Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz., to 
Arizona Points: Held, That rates, car- 
load minimum 40,000 pounds, should 
not exceed the following: To Phoenix, 


18 cents. 
Lumber Timber 
Rate. Rate. 
To— Cents. Cents. 
WI BNO | Baie cots ates s 26 18 
i ae Vy nee 27 19 
Winkelman, Ariz. ...... 28 20 


That defendants Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe; Southern Pacific; Santa Fe, 
Prescott & Pheenix; Maricopa & 
Pheenix; El Paso & Southwestern, and 
Gila Valley, Globe & Northern, estab- 
lish through routes, according as their 
various routes may run, and the fol- 
lowing rates: 


Lumber Timber 


Rate. Rate. 
To— Cents. Cents. 

Oe MOE oh cies wee eh 28 19 
ps Aa eS? ee a 28 19 
a. a ee eee ee 30 21 
Po EEE 33 23 
MN. edantatbn ee eh < 36 24 
PD 2 deis's «0s Sa baeanbie's 3 24 
TS ey a ee 38 25 


CE sad vurce tial es beds 44 30 
Saginaw & Manistee Lumber Co et al 
vs A T & S F et al (2821), 191 CC 
Rep, 119; July 9, p 89. 


MABEE, J. F., Chief Commissioner, Board 
of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Utterances: Discusses need of joint 
Canadian-American rail commission 
and features of railroad situation in 
the Dominion; Aug 20, p 286. 


MACKLEY, Arthur R. 
Appointment: Made special examiner 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; Sept 17, p 390. 


MANAHAN, James 
Express Transportation: Declares that 
express companies are without legiti- 
mate field in this country and act as 
unnecessary drains upon _ business; 
Aug 20, p 281. 


MARKHAM, Chas. H, 
Appointment: Is elected president of 
the Illinois Central railroad, vice J. T 
Harahan; Dec 24, p 954. 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Decisions: State railroad commission 
holds that it cannot suspend appli- 
eation of law fixing flat rates, any 
quantity, on milk; judgment, how- 
ever, suspended on petition alleging 
that rates effective Aug 1 are unrea- 


sonable. Hood et al vs B & M; Aug 
6, p 237. 
Express: Permit refused Boston, Prov- 


idence & Fall River Express company 
to operate on line of N YNH&H 
between Boston and New Bedford; 
complaint dismissed, however, with- 
out prejudice, by state railroad com- 
mission; Aug 6, p 225. 

Grand Trunk Railway: State railroad 
commission grants permission to New 
England Southern railway, a Grand 
Trunk subsidiary, to build from 
Palmer to the Rhode Island state line 
at Blackstone; denies application of 
New York, New Haven & Hartford 


line to build a branch from its exist- | 








Miller 35 


ing right-of-way to the New England 
Northern railway; July 16, p 158. 
Milk n.tes: Boston milk producers ap- 
peal to governor to call special session 
of legislature to reconsider law fixing 
flat, any-quantity rate on milk; Aug 
27, p 322. 
—See also 
sions.”’ 


*‘Massachusetts — Deci- 


MATTHEW, Allen P. 
Appointment: Made special examiner 
for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; Sept 17, p 390. 


McCHORD, C. C. 

Named by President Taft as Interstate 
Commerce Commissioner, vice M. A. 
Knapp, transferred to Commerce 
court; Dec 17, p 902. 


McCORNACK, Walter E. 

Resigns post as special examiner of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to 
resume private law practice in Chi- 
cago; Aug 27, p 298. 


McPHERSON, LOGAN G., Johns Hopkins 
University. 

Appointment: Receives appointmeht of 
manager of new bureau of railway 
economics; Aug 6, p 222. 

Publications—‘“‘Transportation in 
rope’: Work commended as unbiased 
and important treatise on the sub- 
ject; Oct 22. p 587. 


MELLEN, Cc. &S., 
Maine. 
Utterances: Writes Governor Quimby 
of New Hampshire that road will not 
attack constitutionality of act of 1889 
prohibiting advances in rates on lines 
leased or consolidated under its pro- 
visions; Oct 29, p 622. 


MERGERS 

See also ‘“‘Combinations.”’ 

Hocking Valley: Prosecuting Attorney 
Courtwright, Fairfield county, Ohio, 
files petition in court of common pleas 
asking that Hocking Valley be en- 
joined from holding any meetings dur- 
ing pendency of suit so long as Ches- 
apeake & Ohio holds majority of 
stock; Sept 3, p 330. 

Southern Railway: Jury in county 
court in South Carolina holds South- 
ern railway’s absorption of Asheville 
& Spartanbur, South Carolina and 
Georgia extensions and Carolina Mid- 
lands roads not in violation of state 
law against merging parallel or com- 
peting lines; Dec 31, p 995. 


MEYER, B. H. 
Named as Interstate Commerce Com- 


Eu- 


President, Boston & 


missioner. vice F. M. Cockrell, term 
expired; Dec 17, p 902. 
MICHIGAN ‘ 
Baggage: State railroad commission 


adopts scale of excess baggage rates; 
July 16, p 134. 

Bills of Lading: State railroad com- 
mission accords shippers right to use 
old printed bills on hand until Dec 31, 
1910, instead of demanding forms in 
compliance with uniform bills of lad- 
ing (July 2. p 76). Extends period to 
June 1, 1911: Nov 19, p 740. 

Demurrage: State supreme court holds 
rules of state railroad board an inter- 
ference with interstate commerce and 
beyond the power of the commission 
to enforce: Oct 8, p 515. 3 

Express: State railroad commission 
postpones hearing until Feb 15, 1911; 
Dec 24. p 954. 

Rate Advances: Carriers voluntarily 
suspend general increases until Nov 1; 
July 30, p 205. 

Rates, Suspended: Announced that ap- 
proval by Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission of suspended tariffs naming 
important advances will not mean ap- 
proval by the state railroad commis- 
sion; July 23, p 190. 


MILK 
See “Dairy Products.”’ 


MILLER, Darius, President, Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad, 
Utterances: Issues statement attack- 
ing exhibit on valuation vs capitaliza- 
tion filed by Attorney Thorne in west- 
ern rate advance cases; asserts valu- 
me exceeds capitalization; Nov 5, 
Pp A 


ea ee 


; 


jae saenee tare 


36 Miller 


MILLER, Roswell, Chairman, Executive 


MILLING-IN-TRANSIT 


—Declares figures used by President 
Noyes of Illinois Manufacturers’ asso- 
ciation in attempt to prove rate ad- 
vance unnecessary are misleading; 
Dec 17, p 920. 


Board, Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway. 

Utterances: Takes pessimistic view of 
railroad situation; attributes unrest 
to too much legislation; Dec 31, p 
994. 


See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Expense Bills and Bankruptcy Proceed- 
ings: When bankruptcy proceedings 
discontinued operation of a milling 
plant that was using a transit privi- 
lege, it developed that there were on 
hand large numbers of inbound ex- 
pense bills and practically.no corre- 
sponding tonnage of grain or grain 
products entitled to transit rates; 
Held, That such old expense bills were 
worthless for reshipping purposes in 
connection with tonnage that moved 
inte the plant after complainant had 
resumed business at the same plant, 
first, as a lessee and [ater as a cor- 
poration; Held also, That complain- 
ant is entitled to use for transit pur- 
poses inbound expense bills repre- 
senting grain moved into the plant 
subsequent to resumption of business 
under lease, and reparation on cer- 
tain shipments in connection with 
which confusion as to the proper 
manner of surrender of expense bills 
was contributed to by both defendant 
and complainant. Klyce. Henry A., 
Co vs Il Cent et al (3115), 19 IC C 
Rep, 367; Dec 17, p 906. 

Lumber at Newport, Tenn.: Held, That 
rates should not exceed those charged 
at Johnson City. Tenn. Spiegle & Co 
vs Sou Rv (3029), 19 I C C Rep, 522; 
Dec 3, p 826. 

Rules: Millers and Central Freight as- 
sociation roads reach agreement on 
rules; Nov 5, p 668. 

Southeastern Territory: Shippers and 
southern Mississippi. valley lines 
agree that identity of every shipment 
of raw product must be maintained at 
all times; Oct 15, p 549. 


MILWAUKEE, Wis. 


Express. Pick-Up and Delivery Service: 
See “Express—Milwaukee.”’ 
Terminals: Geo. A. Schroeder, mana- 
* ger, freight bureau, chamber of com- 
merce, announces that roads will im- 
prove and enlarge their terminal 
facilities at Milwaukee; July 16, p 


155. 


MINNEAPOLIS. ST. PAUL & SAULT 
STE. MARIE RAILWAY 
See ‘‘Wisconsin."’ 


MINNESOTA 

Courts: Special Master Otis, U. S. Cir- 
euit court, in suit brought against 
state commission by stockholders of 
the Hill lines and the Minneapolis & 
St Louis holds that certain state rates 
are confiscatory, an interference with 
interstate commerce and that roads 
should be allowed to earn 7 per cent 
on their stock (Sept 24, p 461). State 
prepares to fight decision (Oct 1, p 
494). Files exceptions to master's 
findings; maintains right of regula- 
tion; attacks valuation methods used 
(Nov 5, p 678). Understood that de 
cision will not be handed down bv 
court before first of next vear; Dec 3, 
p 837. 

Mileage: State railroad and warehouse 
commission reports net increase of 
210.52 miles in railroads in state for 
fiscal vear of 1910; Dec 17. p 902. 

Report, Annual: Twenty-sixth annual 
report of state railroad and ware- 
house commission shows increase of 
$129.779.347 capital stock and funded 
debt and increase of $9,859,528.69 net 
operating revenue in roads reporting 
to commission for fiscal year of 1910: 
Dee 31, p 997. 


MISROUTING 

Car Ferry: In the absence of different 
rates in one tariff and where break 
of bulk is not necessary or directed, 
ear ferry routes are understood to be 
included in the general term “ all- 
rail,’ interpreting Rule 214-B4 (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 171. 






INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





Carrier, Initial, Liability of: Initial 
carrier held not responsible for mis- 
routing shipment via an Ohio river 
crossing taking higher combination 
than might have been obtained via 
another Ohio river crossing using, as 
a factor, a special commodity rate 
south of the river, the initial carrier 
not being a party to the rates named 
by the line south of the river. Isbell 
& Covs LS & M §S et al (2687), 19 
I C C Rep, 448; Nov 5, p 643. 

—In accepting a shipment without 
routing instructions, and failing to 
ask for same or make inquiries of its 
connections, a carrier assumes the 
burden of giving the shipper the 
cheapest reasonably direct route. 
Willson Bros Lumber Co vs Norf Sou 
et fe fae. 19 I C C Rep, 293; July 9, 


Carriers may not make an 
allowance to shippers to cover cartage 
arising from wrong terminal deliv- 
ery; but must employ in such service 
facilities controlled or contracted 
for by them (Conf Rul); July 23, p 17. 

Connecting Line: A connecting line ac- 
cepting a shipment without routing 
instructions will be held liable for any 
excess charges that may accrue 
through its failure to forward ship- 
ment via the cheapest available route 
(Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 

Courts, Federal: United States District 
court, Cincinnati, O., orders Louisville 
& Nashville to pay Woodward & 
Dickerson reparation awarded by 
Commission, 15 I C C Rep, 107, for 
misrouting (Aug 6, p 247). Decision 
in full; Aug 20, p 283. 

Decisions Involving: During the six 
months under review the Commis- 
sion decided the following cases in- 
volving questions of misrouting: 
Alpha Portland Cement Co vs D L 

& W et al (3088); July 9, p 106. 
Beekman Lumber Co vs La R & N 
Co et al (2249 and 2205); Aug 13, 


p 257. 

Block-Pollak Iron Co vs Houston E 
& W Tex (3171); Nov 26, p 775. 
Cameron, Wm., & Co, Ine, vs Hous- 
ton E & W Tex (2876); July 9, p 104. 
Fish, S. T., & Co vs N YC & St L 

et al (3180); Nov 5, p 645. 
Idaho Lime Co vs A T & S F (2445); 


Isbell, S. M., & Co vs LS & MS 
et al (2687); Nov 5, p 643. 

Sikeston Mercantile Co vs B & M et 
al ( ); Nov 5. p 645. 

Willson Bros Lumber Co vs Norf Sou 
et al (3158); July 9, p 107. 

Drayage Charges: Drayage charges 
paid by consignee because of wrong 
terminal delivery resulting from mis- 
routing will not be refunded (Conf 
Rul); July 23, p 171. 

Jurisdiction: The Commission holds 
that it has exclusive jurisdiction over 
claims for damages arising from the 
misrouting of freight (Conf Rul): 
July 23, p 171. 

Statute of Limitations: The statute of 
limitations, embodied in Section 16 of 
the commerce act, governs misrouting 
claims (Conf Rul): Julv 23, p 171. 

Terminal Delivery: Carriers must make 
delivery in accordance with routing 
instructions. even though that entails 
extra switching or cartage expense; 
the addidtional cost. of such delivery 
must be borne in full by the carrier 
guilty of misrouting (Conf Rul); July 
23, p 171. 


MISSISSIPPI 

Cotton: Railroads seek compromise 
with commission on proposal to put 
Gulfport on an equalitv with Mobile 
and New Orleans with respect to 
rates on compressed and uncom- 
pressed cotton (Sept 17, p 424). Rail- 
roads and commission reach agree- 
ment placing Gulfport on an ecualitv 
with New Orleans and Mobile with 
respect to rates on compressed cot- 
— “ang cottonseed products; Oct 1, 
p 493. 


MISSOURI 

Barrels, Empty, Vinegar: State com- 
mission asks railroads to make half 
a on returned empties; July 9, p 

Long and Short Haul: State supreme 
court, in McGrew vs Mo Pac Ry, sus- 
tains state long and short haul clause 
(July 9. p 113). Court denies appli- 
cation for rehearing; Nov 26, p 784. 












National 
Rate Litigation: See ‘Courts, United 


States Supreme — Missouri Rate 
Cases.”’ 


MISSOURI RIVER RATE CASE 


Shippers in Central Freight association 

territory file petition with United 
States Supreme court for a rehearing 
of case (July 2, p 67). Commission 
files answer to petition for rehearing; 
denies allegations of appellees; de- 
clares any discriminations that may 
follow reductions ordered can be cor- 
rected by railroads giving all ship- 
pers just and reasonable rates (July 9, 
p 113). United States Supreme court 
denies application of carriers for a 
re..earing; Oct 22, p 587. 
—Carriers put in rate scale ordered 
by Commission in Burnham-Hanna- 
Munger case (Oct 29, p 621). Car- 
riers file tariffs canceling reduced 
rates; effective Dec 1, 1910 (Nov 5, p 
626). Commission suspends, until 
March 31, 1911, tariffs advancing 
rates to old basis (Nov 19, p 715). 
Hearing on the propriety of sus- 
pended rates postponed: carriers 
agree to pay reparation on all ship- 
ments affected .directly by Commis- 
sion’s original order, without protest; 
Dec 24, p 962. 


MIXED SHIPMENTS 


Express: Rule requiring that bread 
rate shall apply on mixed shipments 
of bread and cake, but not unless at 
least 50 per cent of the shipment con- 
sists of bread, held unreasonable and 
discriminatory. Oak Grove Farm 
Creamery vs Adams Exp et al (2894), 
19 I C C Rep, 454; Nov 5, p 637. 


MONTANA 


Express: State commission, as result 
of inquiry, on its own motion orders 
general reduction in intrastate ex- 
press rates, including merchandise, 
general special and special commod- 
ity rates; upon rehearing, permits 
some advances in previously promul- 
th. merchandise rates; Aug 27, p 
20. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAIL- 


WAY COMMISSIONERS 

Claims: Committee on shipper’s claims 
on common carriers scores shipper 
and carrier for seeking to obtain un- 
fair advantages of one another—the 
one for the presentation of fictitious 
claims or ones of doubtful validity, 
the other for inexcusable delays in 
the settlement of bona fide claims; 
Nov 19, p 719. 

Classification, Uniform: Committee 
urges that Interstate Commerce 
Commission take such steps as will 
secure early uniformity in classifica- 
tion; Nov 26, p 747. 

Decker, Martin, S., president, in open- 
ing address, declares the day of con- 
ference is at hand; where state and 
federal jurisdictions overlap, commis- 
sions should meet and fix rates in co- 
operative spirit; Nov 19, bp 717. 

Demurrage: Committee on car service 
re-endorses uniform car service code; 
defends 48-hour free time allowance 
and condemns abolition of car service 
bureaus; list of states in which rules 
are effective: Nov 26, p 780. 

Legislation: Committee urges co-oper- 
ative spirit; recommends control of 
track weighing and inspection by 
state commissions, curbing activity of 
federal courts in state rate matters 
and co-operation between Interstate 
and state commissions; Dec 10, p 880. 

Meeting: Call for twenty-second annual 
convention, to be held Nov 15, isSued; 
Oct 1, p 489. 

Rates and Rate-Making: Committee 
declares no hard-and-fast rule can be 
laid down; discusses factors to be 
considered in fixing equitable trans- 
portation charges: offers suggestions 
on construction of mileage scale of 
rats; Nov 19, p 721. 

State Commissions: Committee on 
powers, duties and work of state 
railway commissions declares. that 
some of the boards now in existence 
follow the line of the most votes in- 
stead of justice and that the charac- 
ter and dignity of the work done bv 
state boards would be considerably 
enhanced if the commissions were re- 
organized along strictly meritorious 
and non-political lines; Nov 19, p 726. 
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State Commissions, 


National 





Delays Attendant 
Upon Enforcement of Orders of: 
Committee urges that Supreme court 
expedite hearing of suits involving 
the validity of state commission or- 
ders; that legislation to this end be 
supported; Nov 26, p 790. 


Tariffs: Committee on simplification of 


tariffs declares great progress has 
been made within the last three years, 
but that there is still considerable 
room for improvement; Nov 19, p 727. 


Statistics: Committee on railroad sta- 
tistics declares that time is not yet} 


ripe for changing date of annual 
reports from June 30 to Dec 31; dis- 
cusses separation of inter- and intra- 
state accounts, and uniform account- 
ing for express companies; Noy 19, 
p 731 


NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC 


LEAGUE 


Beecham, W. E., Car Accountant, Chi- 


cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway: 
Addresses League on tracing freight; 


shippers should avoid burdening rail- | 


roads with duplicate complaints on 
the same shipment; Nov 19, p 735. 


Docket: League issues docket of sub- 


jects to be considered at meeting in 
Chicago, Oct 27; Oct 15, p 548. 


Meeting: Holds mid-summer meeting 


at Hotel La Salle, Chicago, July 12; 
decides to join in opposition to gen- 
eral rate advances; question of con- 
trol by water carriers by competing 
rail lines and control of coastwise 
traffic retained on docket for further 
discussion and consideration; Presi- 
dent Lincoln reviews activities of 
League in connection with amended 
act to regulate commerce; com- 
mittee on transportation instru- 
amended act to regulate commerce; 
committee on transportation instru- 
mentalities calls attention to revi- 
sion in Rule 27 in Official Classifica- 
tion; rate construction committee 
recommends that, in view of Commis- 
sion’s attitude, League drop fight for 
extension of rules with respect to the 
use of alternative rates, but that ef- 
forts be made to have lines making 
no provision for such rates to modify 
their tariffs in aecordance with the 
Commission's administrative ruling 
on the subject; president presents 
report of conference with Freight 
Claim Association and _ discussion 
thereat of refused and unclaimed 
freight, concealed losses, advantages 
of through billing. tracing freight, 
notations of shortages and damages 
on bill of lading, straight overcharges, 
preparation of papers to _ support 
claims and the adjustment of over- 
charge claims; freight claims commit- 
tee presents report on claims for re- 
funds on revised billing, loss and 
damages and concealed losses, ete.. 
and the prover preparation of papers 
in support thereof; July 16, p 134. 

—Opens two-day session at Congress 
hotel, Chicago, Oct 27; recommended 
that tracing be reduced to a mini- 
mum; legislative committee holds it 
duty of carriers to exercise same care 
and protection on property unloaded 
at public team tracks as throuth 
their depots: holds where two-year 
limitation bars collection of over- 
charge through Commission, shipper 
may still seek redress through the 
courts, subject to such limitations as 
the state laws impose; special com- 
mittee recommends that flag or pre- 
pay station question be left to be 
handled as a local matter; J. C. Lin- 
coln, Congressman Mann and J. H. 
Atwood address a banquet in the 
evening. Second day: Committee on 
claims presents elaborate report on 
proper preparation of claims and pa- 
pers necessary to support different 
classes: discusses measures for the 
prevention of claims, proper packing 
and marking of freight and proper 
handling of freight bills. J. C. Lin- 
coln re-elected president of the asso- 
ciation; W. M. Honkins made vice- 
president, and O. F. Bell chosen as 
secretnry (Oct 29. pn 612). Holds that 
Western classification should be pro- 
vided free of charge to shippers; dis- 
cusses responsibility of carriers for 
tariffs, especially in view of amended 
section 6 of the commerce act, and 
the right of the Commission to reject 
schedules; special committees report 
on tariff simplification, returned goods 


Tariffs: Special committee submits re- 


NEALL, Frank L. 
See “Philadelphia—Rate Adjustment.’’| 





NEBRASKA 
Candy: State railway commission or- 


Complaints: Representative Wilson of | 


Fremont: Business interests of city 


Switching: State railroad commission 
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rates, general advance in _ rates, 
check-weighing, terminal deliveries, 
storage-in-transit and discrepancies 
in elevator rates; resolution adopted 
that experienced traffic men be ap- 
pointed members of Interstate Com-| 
merce Commission; Novy 5, p 663. 


port of suggested changes for simpli- 
fication of issues to committee of 
National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners; report in full; Nov 19, p 
727. 


| 
| 


ders reduction in ratings on candy; 
Oct 15, p 543. 


Polk county petitions state railroad 
commission to adopt Same rates on 
petroleum and its products as prevail 
in Kansas; July 2, p 68. 


plan organization of traffic bureau; 
July 30, p 198. 


permits increase of 100 per cent in 
rates on Union Stockyards company 
at South Omaha; orders railroads to 
absorb additional charges (Sept 24, p 
463). 

—Union Pacific asks permissipn to in- 
crease rates between Omaha and 
South Omaha; Sept 24, p 459: 





NEVADA 
Class Rates from Eastern Points: Held, 


That rates to Reno and points east 
thereof on the Southern Pacific main 
line to, but not including, Winne- 
mucca, should not exceed: 


——Class—— | 

From— I, 2. 3. | 
Denver and other pts. 
in Group Jt......... $2.10 $1.82 $1.54 | 


yrand Island and other 
points in Group G*.. 2.30 2.00 1.68 
Omaha and other pts. 





im Broun Pts en sews 2.50 2.17 1.83 
Clinton and other pts. 
in Group Ey*......... 2.80 2.42 2.03} 
Chicago and other pts. 
Bs .. Joe sae 2.90 2.51 2.09) 
Toledo and other Cin- 
cinnati-Detroit com- 
mon pointst......... 3.05 2.63 2.19 
Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg - Buffalo | 
common pointst..... 3.20 2.76 2.29) 
New York and com- | 
mon pointsft......... 3.50 3.01 2.49) 
—Class— | 
From— 4. 5. | 
Denver and other points in 
SE eee $1.33 $1.12 | 
Grand Island and other pts. | 
eB.) BO Re eee 1.45 1,22 
Omaha and other points in 
es. et ay SSP SRS 1.58 1.33} 
Clinton and other points in | 
ies Whe ck. 1.71 1.43] 
Chicago and other points in 
tg Sa RS ote, Se 1.75 1.47] 


Toledo and other Cincinnati- 
Detroit common pointst.. 1.81 1.52) 
Buffalo and other Pittsburg- 
Buffalo common pointst.. 1.87 1.57 
New York and com. ptst... 2.00 1.67 





Class—— 
From— A. B. of. 
Denver and other pts. 
in Group J?t......... $1.12 $0.87 $0.70 | 


Grand Island and other 
points in Group G7. 1.22 .96 .76 
Omaha and other pts. 
in Group FY......... 
Clinton and other pts. 


— 
a) 


3 1.04 = .83 


in Group Ei........ 1.46 1.14 91 
Chicago and other pts. 
in Group D?........ 1.50 1.18 .94 


Toledo and other Cin- 
einnati-Detroit com- 
mon pointst......... 1.56 1.28 .98 
Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg - Buffalo 





common pointsf..... 1.62 1.28 1.03 
New York and com- 
mon pointst......... 1.75 1.38 1.11 
—Class— 
From— D. E. 
Denver and other points in 
M.S Se $0.66 $0.60 
Grand Islands and other pts. 
ae eee RE eee -73 .65 
Omaha and other points in 


ge GE ae eee . «ee ome 


Nevada 37 


Clinton and other points in 


Group. TT... 3... eae 86 = .78 
Chicago and other points in 

ED: BPG ios Sad iw sabes 8 -89 § .80 
Toledo and other Cincinnati- 

Detroit common pointst.. .92 .83 
Buffalo and other Pittsburg- 

Buffalo common pointst.. .96 .86 


New York and com. pts.}.. 1.03  .93 
That rates to Winnemucca and all 
points east thereof on the Southern 
Pacific main line to the Nevada-Utah 
state line should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: 


——Class——- 

From— +. 2. 3. 
Denver and other pts. 

in Greup 'JF.. wo. 2.6: $2.00 $1.72 $1.46 


Grand Island and other 
points in Group G7... 2.19 1.90 1.60 
Omaha and other pts. 


in Group FY...<..... 2.38 2.06 1.74 
Clinton and other pts. 

in Group Ey......... 2.66 2.30 1.93 
Chicago and other pts. 

in Group D?......... 2.75 2.38 1.99 


Toledo and other Cin- 
cinnati-Detroit com- 
mon pointst......... 2.90 2.50 2.08 
Buffalo and other 
Pittsburg - Buffalo 


common pointst..... 3.04 2.62 2.18 
New York and com- 

mon pointst......... 3.33 2.86 2.37 

—Class— 

From— 4. 5. 
Denver and other points in 

ees TF. dha hawletesste $1.26 $1.06 
Grand Island and _ other 

points in Group Gi...... 1.38 1.16 
Omaha and other points in 

GeO Fie AER ck 1.50 1.26 
Clinton and other points in 

Cs Fa SOs od ce Ch itkes 1.62 1.36 
Chicago and other points in 

Ro ee eee 1.66 1.40 


Toledo and other Cincin- 
nati - Détroit common 
ORME. sao 6 ¢ 86 ht Ua waldo nt 72 1.44 
Buffalo and other Pitts- 
burg-Buffalo common 





| RAO A Te OL 1.78 1.49 
New York and common 
DOMES F505 2.46. Nhe. 1.90 1.59 
——Class— 
From— A. B. <. 


Denver and other 
points ‘in Group J¥..$1.06 $0.83 $0.67 
Grand Island and other 


points in Group Gt.. 1.16 .91 72 
Omaha and other 
points in Group Fi}. 1.26 .99 79 


Clinton and other 

points in Group E*. 1.39 1.08 86 
Chicago and other 

points in Group D?#. 1.43 1.07 .89 
Toledo and other Cin- 

cinnati-Detroit com- 


mon pointst......... 1.48 1.17 .93 
Buffalo and _ other 
Pittsburg - Buffalo 
common pointst..... 1.44 .122  .98 
New York and com- 
pointed .5: < eae A Pe 1.66 1.31 1.05 
—Class— 
From— D. E. 
Denver and other points in 
CO BU i ow 6g Feo owt $0.63 $0.57 
yrand Isiand and other 
points in Group Gt...... .69 .62 
Omaha and other points in 
ROOM: PFs 6265.0. cKES pocedy .75 51 
Clinton and other points in 
cE Se a re .82 74 
Chicago and other points in 
Geom: BF isis A Ob oe tease 85 .76 


Toledo and other Cincin- 
nati-Detroit common 
aE SE ay Seer se BS ape .87 .79 
Buffalo and other Pitts- 
burg-Buffalo common 


Oss Gee Oe ESB ae 91 82 
New York and common 
PORE seis i550 RES .98 .88 


+As designated in Transcontinental 
Freight Bureua Westbound Tariff 1K, 
Ic C No 920. 

tAs designated in Nor Pac No 23500, 
I C C No 3295. 
Railroad Commission of Nevada vs 
Sou Pe et al (1665), 19 I C C Rep, 
238; July 2, p 41. 


Lumber: State railroad commission re- 


duces rates from Verdi to Goldfield 
from $13 to $8 per ton on first-class 
lumber, and from $13 to $5 on rough 
lumber; Oct 29, p 612. 


Rate Adjustment: The Interstate 


Commerce Commission is of the opin- 
ion that justice cannot be done to 
Nevada unless Nevada points are put 
on a practical parity with points in 
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eastern Washington and eastern Ore- 
gon. Railroad Commission of Nevada 
vs Sou Pac et al (1665), 19 I C C Rep, 
238; July 2, p 41. 


‘NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Rate Litigation: President Mellen of 
the Boston & Maine writes Governor 
Quimby that road will not attack va- 
lidity of act of 1889, prohibiting rate 
advances by roads leased or consoli- 
coe under its provisions; Oct 29, 
p 


NEW JERSEY 
Commutation Rates: Governor Fort re- 
fuses to call special session of legis- 
eee to deal with problem; July 9, 
Pp y 


NEW ORLEANS, La. 

Rate Advance: New Orleans protests 
against threatened advance in rates 
from and to eastern and northern 
points (Sept 10, p 380); Commis- 
sioner Smith of the transportation de- 
partment of the board of trade sub- 
mits protest against increase; Sept 
24, p 462. 


NEW YORK : 

Complaints: Academy Grange No 62 
attacks increase from $12 to $15 in 
yearly rate of Interlake Telephone 
company; Oct 29, p 608. 

—East Rochester business men file 
complaint with public service com- 
mission, second district, asking es- 
tablishment of free pick-up and de- 
livery service by American Express 
company; July 30, p 194. 

—Dayton, residents of, ask that Erie 
railroad be compelled to construct new 
station at that point and to a‘ford 
— train service; Dec 31, p 
—Gang Mills, residents of, petition 
public service commission for restora- 
tion of Erie passenger train service at 
that point; Dec 31, p 996. 

—Hearne, R. J., of Good Ground, 
L. L, asks that Long Island railroad 
be forced to accord him same express 
pick-up and delivery service as af- 
forded others in complainant’s vicin- 
ity; Oct 29, p 595. 

—Lycoming & New Haven Telephone 
company complains of alleged refusal 
of New York Telephone company to 
allow complainant’s patrons to use 
defendant’s lines through and beyond 
complainant’s switchboard at Lycom- 
ing; Oct 22, p 565. 

- —McKinney & Co. complain to com- 
mission of refusal of Lackawanna to 
deliver freight on receipt marked 
“condition unknown;”’ Dec 24, 962. 
—Petteys, John, asks cornmission to 
order Erie to construct loading yards 
at Wallace; July 2, p 77. 

—Preble Milk association files com- 
plaint asking for switch connection 
to in Lackawanna at Preble; Oct 29, 
p > 

—Oneida Lake Transportation com- 
pany attacks gasoline storage rates of 
Lehigh veley railroad; Dec 31, p 1001. 
Residents of South Glen Falls ask 
that National Express company be 
compelled to afford that locality free 
pie and delivery service; Dec 10, 
p 5 

Sykes, J. B. and H. B., Clinton, 

complain that service of American 
and Adams express companies is in- 
adequate and results in unreasonable 

delays; Dec 31, p 1001. 

Decisions: Public service commission, 
second district, orders rate, passen- 
ger, between Ticonderoga and Fort 
Ticonderoga reduced 25 to 15 cents. 
Business Men’s Assn vs D & H (July 
7: R,- Refuses rehearing; July 16, 
p 4 
—Commission closes case of Codding- 
ton vs American Express, defendant 
having agreed to extend its delivery 
limits in Syracuse to include com- 
plainant’s residence; Dec 24, p 960. 
—Commission declares it illegal to 
charge demurrage on inbound private 
cars standing on owner's private 
tracks. General Electric Co vs N Y C 
& H R et al; Oct 8, p 504. 

—Case of Kelly vs New York Tele- 

phone Company satisfactorily adjust- 

ed without order by the commission; 

Nov 26, p 764. 

—Public service commission orders 

fare from stop 26 to Fulton reduced 

from 10 to 5c. Odell et al vs Syra- 

cuse, L. S & Nor; Nov 5, p 671. 

—Held, That rate for street railway 











Ohio 





transportation between Albany and 
Rensselaer should not exceed 5 cents. 
Rensselaer Chamber of Commerce vs 
Cohoes Ry; Dec 17, p 918. 

—Rate of 9 cents on sheep and lambs 
between Batavia and t Buffalo 
held not unreasonable. Shepard vs 
NYC&HR et al; July 2, p 77 
—Public service commission, second 
district, orders defendant to accept 
L C B shipments of petroleum and 
products at least twice a week. Tiona 
Oil Co vs N Y O & W; July 9 p 115. 
—Lower fare between Medina and 
Buffalo than between Medina and 
Rochester, an equidistant haul, held 
not unlawful because of trolley com- 
petition creating a dissimilarity of 
conditions via the Buffalo route. 
~— vs N ¥Y C & H R; July 2, 
p 73. 

—Construction of side track and 
switch connections at Hilton ordered 
providing complainant will permit 
usa thereof to other parties at speci- 
fied times. Roberts vs N Y C & H R; 
July 9, = 

—Fare tween Rochester and Sea 
Breeze ordered reduced from 10 to 5 
cents; July 30, p 205. 

—Commission rules adversely to con- 
tention of residents of Westchester 
county that New York Central had 
failed to poy with law with re- 
spect to the publication and filing of 
tariffs advancing commutation rates; 
July 9, p 123. 


Financial: Albany Southern railroad 
asks permission of public service com- 
mission, second district, to issue $52,- 
000 principal of its first mortgage 
bonds to pay for work of construction 
— and under way; Dec 24, 

67. 

—Hudson River & Eastern Traction 
company applies to commisson for 
permission to issue $50,000,000 addi- 
tional common stock and $85,000,000 
additional first mortgage bonds for 
construction purposes; Oct 22, p 579. 
—Public service commiission author- 
izes Auburn Telephone company to 
issue $200,000 first mortgage 5 per 
cent bonds to retire outstanding se- 
curities; Nov 5, p 627. 

—Public service commission, second 
district, authorizes Babylon railroad 
company to increase capital from 
$25,000 to $75,000 (Sept 24, p 459). 
Authorizes Babylon railroad to issue 
$21,500 additional bonds to be sold 
at not less than 85; proceeds to be 
used for construction and organiza- 
tion expenses; Nov 12, p 708. 
—Public service commission author- 
izes Central of New England railway 
to issue $25,000,000 bonds, 50- year 
4-per-cent, secured by a general 
mortgage; issue to be used to take 
a ame outstanding liens; Nov 5, 
p 4 

—-Commission authorizes issuance of 
1,000,000 bonds under Erie’s first con- 
solidated mortgage deed; proceeds to 
be devoted to — and better- 
ments; Oct 22 P 590. 

—Fitchburg Railroad company peti- 
tions commission for permission to 
issue $400,000 additional preferred 
stock to pay Boston & Maine for im- 
rovements and additions made dur- 
ng fiscal year of 1910 and purchase 
$10,000 bonds of Conway Electric 
Street railway; Dec 10, p 862. 
—Commission authorizes Hoosick 
Falls Railroad company to issue $100,- 
000 common stock to acquire fran- 
chises, etc, of Bennington & North 
Adams Street railway: ew York, 
New Haven & Hartford road is au- 
thorized to hold stock of Hoosick 
Falls lines thus issued; Dec 10, p 874. 
—Fonda, Johnstown Gloversville 
railroad applies to commission for per- 
mission to issue balance of unissued 
bonds under its 50-year first con- 
solidated general refunding mortgage 
of Jan 1, 1903; proceeds to be used for 
oaene and betterments; Aug 20, p 
—Commission authorizes Lehigh Val- 
ley Railway company to issue 5-per- 
cent debenture bonds to apply in re- 
payment of sums advanced it by the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad company; 
July 23, p 186. 

—Rochester Belt L.ne Railroad com- 
pany applies to commission for cer- 
tificate of convenience and necessity 
to construct 15-mile steam and elec- 
tric road; Aug 27, p 320. 

—Public service commission, second 
district, authorizes Westchester 









Northern railroad to issue $60,000 
common stock, proceeds to be used in 
acquisition of right-of-way; Jyly 9, 


p 123. 

Flour and Feed: Defendant readjusts 
satisfactory rates from Carmel! to 
points on Hudson division; case 
closed. Hazen vs N Y C & H R; Dec 
31, p 1003. 

Hearings :H. T. Newcomb, in opposi- 
tion to issuance of certificates of ne- 
cessity to Buffalo, Rochester & East- 
ern railroad, declares that loss of 
grain trade at New Yor is due to 
canals; that proposed road demands 
more business than any railroad in 
the United States can get; that pres- 
ent roads con handle all the traffic 
ag at Buffalo in grain; Dec 10, 
p ‘ 

Leases: Dunkirk, Allegheny Valley & 
Ratisbure, and New York Central & 
Hudson River railroads apply to pub- 
lic service commission, second dis- 
trict, for permission to modify terms 
under which first named is leased to 
the latter and for an order authoriz- 
ing the first named company to exe- 
cute a mortgage to secure its 4%- 
per-cent 50-year first mortgage bonas 
to an amount not exceeding $5,000,- 
000 (Aug 13, p 271). Commission per- 
mits modifications of terms of lease; 
Nov 12, p 684. 

Rate Advances : Roads file tariffs with 
public service commission advancing 
rates on low grade commodities from 
\% to 2 cents, grain rates up 1 cent, 
class rates to be revised on higher 
basis; July 30, p 219. 

—Public service commission grants 
permission to steam roads to suspend 
until Nov 1 eXective date of all rate 
advances scheduled to become opera- 
tive between Aug 1 and Sept 15 (Aug 
6, 237). Commission suspends until 
Feb 1 general increases scheduled 
to go into effect Nov 1; Oct 29, p 618. 

Telegraph and Telephone Companies: 
Public service commission, second 
district, assumes jurisdiction over 
‘phone and wire companies Sept 1 
under act passed by last session of 
state legislature; Sept 10, p 366. 
—Commission issues order requiring 
companies under its jurisdiction to 
file tariffs and statistics of their 
operations; Oct 29, p 608. 


NEW YORK CENTRAL & HUDSON 
RIVER RAILROAD 
See “New York—Leases.” 


NEW YORK, NEW HAVEN & HART- 
FORD RAILROAD 
See ‘‘Massachusetts—Grand Trunk Raill- 
way.” 


NOYES, La Verne W., President, Illinois 
Manufacturers’ Association 
Utterances: Declares that examination 
of Burlington history shows rate ad- 
vance unnecessary; Dec 17, p 920. 


OGDEN, Utah 

See also “Salt Lake City.” 

Passenger Free Fares: Held, That fare 
between Ogden and San Francisco, 
Cal., should not exceed $23.58; that 
present rates between Ogden and 

*® Denver, Colo., and Omaha, Neb., are 
not unreasonable. Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, Salt Lake City, vs 
A T&S F et al (2662), 19 IC C Rep, 
218; July 2, p 25. 


OHIO 

Coal: State railroad commission ap- 
peals to United States Circuit Court 
of Appeals from decision of lower 
court enjoining order in Pittsburg 
Vein Operators’ case, reducing rates 
from eighth district to Cleveland and 
Huron; Aug 6, p 244, 

Complaints : Ohio Shippers’ association 
files complaint with state board ask- 
ing that free demurrage allowance 
on cars over 66,000 pounds capacity 
be increased from 48 to 72 hours; Aug 
27, p 312. 

Courts: Judge Kinkaid, Franklin 
county court of common pleas, denies 
application of Baltimore & Ohio for 
injunction restraining enforcement of 
order of state commission in West 
Jefferson Creamery company case, re- 
quiring railroad to load milk cans; 
holds functions of board are execu- 
tive; Dec 31, p 1001. 

—Judge Rathmell grants order re- 
straining enforcement of state com- 
mission’s mandate in Victoria Coal Co 
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OMAHA, Neb. 


OLIN, W. H., Industrial Commissioner, 


OREGON 
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vs B & O, readjusting rates from the} PACKAGES 


“Granger’’ mine; July 16, p 158. 
—Victoria Coal company sues Balti- 
more & Ohio railroad for recovery 


of $18,000 damages because of alleged PACKING-HOUSE PRODUCTS 


discriminatory rates on coal from 
complainants mine in the Cambridge 
district; July 16, p 157, 

—Hocking Valley Merger Suits: See 
“Mergers.” 

Decisions: State railroad commission, 
in Gue et al vs Cincinnati & Muskin- 
gum Valley Railroad, orders construc- 
tion of new freight depot at New 
Lexington within 150 days and rear® 
rangement of present building for 
exclusive use of passenger, mail and 
ogress business; Dec 31, p 1002. 
—Freight depot facilities of Cincin- 
nati, Hamilton & Dayton and Detroit, 

. Toledo & Ironton railways at Wash- 
ington Courthouse held inadequate 
and new buildings ordered. Midland 
Grocery Co vs C H & D; same vs 
DT & I; Dec 24, p 965. 

Demurrage: State Supreme court sus- 
tains ruling of Franklin county court 
of common pleas holding railroad com- 
mission has no power to enforce rules 
on interstate traffic; Dec 24, p 955. 

Hocking Valley Railway: See ‘“Merg- 
ers. ” 


Rate Advances: State railroad commis- 
sion refuses to reconsider its rejec- 
tion of tariffs naming rates alleged 
to be in excess of those fixed by stat- 
ute; July 30, p 210. 

Rates, Long and Short Haul: See ‘‘Ohio 
—Tariffs.”’ 

Report: State railroad commission sub- 
mits annual report; declares year has 
been prosperous for carriers; favors 
revision of present laws and aug- 
mentation of its powers; would cur- 
tail and hasten court litigation; Dec 
24, p 957. 

Tariffs: State railroad commission or- 
ders carriers after Jan 1, 1911, to pub- 
lish rates between large shipping 
points as the maxima for interme- 
diate points; also directs all initial 
lines under its jurisdiction to file 
their tariffs with it; Nov 19, p 740. 


OKLAHOMA 


Decisions: State corporation commis- 
sion fixes rate on portland cement 
from Ada to Oklahoma City at 8 
cents and from Ada to Guthrie at 10.4 
cents; Aug 20, p 276. 

Rate Adjustment: State corporation 
commission orders general reduction 
in rates to basis equal to so-called 
jobbers’ scale; Oct 8, p 527. 

Switching: State corporation commis- 
sion issues order reducing switching 
rates; Nov 5, p 674. 


Grain Rate Adjustment: Held, That 
there is a dissimilarity of conditions 
between the carriage of grain from 
points in South Dakota, Minnesota 
and Iowa to Omaha and from the 
same points to Minneapolis, Minn.; 
readjustment on Minneapolis basis 
for equidistant hauls denied. Omaha 
Grain Exchange vs C & N W et al 
p 631 (2884), 19 I C C Rep, 424; Nov 5. 


Denver, Laramie & Northwestern 
Railroad. 

Industrial: Discusses opportunities in 
Colorado and Wyoming; men, money 
and transportation the need to open 
up this rich territory and give it full 
development; Aug 27, p 314. 


Decisions: State railroad commission, 
in proceeding instituted on its own 
motion, orders reduction in local class 
rates between Portland and East 
Portland and over 200 intrastate 
points on the Southern Pacific com- 
pany; order in full; Oct 8, p 512. 

Demurrage: State railroad commission 
adopts uniform code, except that 
charge is made $2 per day to con- 
form to state law; July 2, p 77. 

Express: State commission postpones 
until September effective date of or- 
der reducing rates of Wells-Fargo ex- 
press about 19 per cent; commission’s 
rates fixed on basis of 170 of first 
class pe aed rates for short line mile- 
age; findings and order of commis- 
sion (Aug 20, p 285). Modifies order, 
eliminating reductions in snort haul 
charges; new merchandise rates aver- 
age 84 per cent of former charges; 
Sept 10, p 373. 


PARK, W. L., Vice- President, Ilinois 


PASSENGER FARES, TARIFFS AND 







Estimated Weights: See ‘‘Weights— 
Estimated.”’ 


Durham and Winston-Salem, N. C., 
from Chicago, Ill., and Mississippi 
River and Ohio River Crossings: 
Present rates not found unjust. Cor- 
poration Commission of North Caro- 
lina vs Norf & West et al (1389), 19 
ICC Rep, 303; July 16, p 126. 


Central Railroad. 

Utterances: Denies stories of threat- 
ened coal car shortage around Chi- 
cago; Oct 1, p 487. 


TICKETS 

Albany and Rensselaer, N. Y., Between 
(Intrastate): Held, That street rail- 
way fare should not exceed 5 cents. 
Rensselaer Chamber of Commerce vs 
Cohoes Ry (N Y Pub Ser Com, 2d 
Dist); Dec 17, p 918. 

Arkansas: Rock Island announces that 
it will return to three-cent scale, re- 
gardiess of orders of the state com- 
mission to the contrary; Oct 15, p 537. 

Baggage Rates: Michigan state rail- 
road commission orders railroads un- 
der its jurisdiction to adopt new scale 
i a baggage rates; July 16, p 

Commutation: Interstate Commerce 
Commission declines to suspend ad- 
vanced rates in and out of New York 
City, but announces investigation 
into the reasonableness of the new 
rates; July 16, p 157. 

—Begins original inquiry into reason- 
ableness of advances made by the 
New York, New Haven & Hartford 









railroad; Aug 6, p 247. 

Discrimination: Charge of discrimina- 
tion because of failure of defendant 
to sell round-trip tickets between 
Elko, Nev., and San Fransisco, Cal., 
while selling such transportation be- 
tween San Francisco and Elko, Nev., 
Reno, Nev. Ballin vs Sou Pac (2738), 
19 I C C Rep, 503; Dec 13, p 829. 

Error in Punching Tickets: A carrier 
whose agent has made an error in 
not properly punching half-fare and 
lower class tickets must bear the full 
burden of the mistake (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 170. 

Extra Fare Through Non-Validation of 
Return Portions of Limited Excur- 
sion Tickets: See ‘‘Passenger Fares, 
Tariffs and Tickets—Validation,” post. 

Fort Ticonderoga and Ticonderoga, 
N. Y. (Intrastate): Held, That rate 
should not exceed 15 cents. Business 
Mens Assn vs D & H (Pub Ser Com, 
2d Dis); July 2, p 2. 

Fulton, N. Y., from Stop 26 (Intra- 
state): Rate ordered reduced from 
10 to 5 cents. Odell et al vs Syracuse 
LS & Nor (Pub Ser Com, 2d Dis); 
Nov 5, p 671. 

Jurisdiction: The Commission has no 
power to require additional passenger 
— service (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 

Medina, N. Y., and Buffalo, N. Y., and 
Medina and Rochester, N. Y. (Intra- 
state): Lower fare to Buffalo held 
not unlawful in comparison with fare 
for equidistant haul to Rochester be- 
cause of dissimilarity of conditions 
created by trolley competition via the 
Buffalo route. Whedon vs N Y C & 
H R (N Y Pub Ser Com, 2d Dis); 
July 2, p 73. 

Ogden, Utah, and Los Angeles, Cal.: 
Held, That fare should not exceed 
$26.10. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake, vs A T & S F et al 
(2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 

Ogden, Utah, and San Francisco, Cal.: 
Held, That fare should not exceed 
$23.58. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake, vs A T & S F et al 
(2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 

Provo, Utah, and San Francisco, Cal.: 
Held, That fare should not exceed 
$26.04. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake, vs A T & §S F et al 

(2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 

Rochester, N. Y., and Sea Breeze, N. Y. 
(Intrastate): Held, That rate between 
Rochester and Sea Breeze and points 
intermediate on the Rochester & Sub- 
urban should not exceed 5 cents (Pub 
Ser Com, 2d Dist); July 30, p 205. 

Pullman Rates: United States Circuit 
court, northern district of Illinois, 
temporarily enjoins enforcement of 


orders in Loftus cases, pending re- 
hearing by Commission; orders 
amounts collected by carriers in ex- 
cess of rates fixed by Commission to 
be deposited with court subject to 
refund to passengers should Commis- 
sion rates stand, and that passengers 
be given refund coupons for presenta- 
tion to the court in that event; July 
9, p 114. 

—Pullman company offers to make 
general reduction in upper berth 
rates in rehearing of Loftus cases; 
railroads oppose plan; Commission 
— é _“ under advisement; Dec 
10, p ; 

—Held, That orders heretofore en- 
tered in these cases should be modi- 
fied so that the maximum rate for a 
lower berth from St. Paul to Seattle 
shall not exceed $11, and for an up- 
per berth, $8.80; from St. Paul to 
Chicago the upper-berth rate not to 
exceed $1.60; from St. Paul to Supe- 
rior the upper-berth rate not to ex- 
ceed $1.25, and from St. Paul to Fargo 
or to Grand Forks the upper-berth 
rate not to exceed $1.60. Loftus vs 
Pullman Co et al (1084, 1085 and 
1086), 20 I C C Rep, 21; Dee 31, p 980. 
—Held, That rates on upper berths 
should not exceed 80 per cent of the 
rates applicable under the Pullman 
company’s tariffs upon lower berths, 
whenever such lower berth rate is 
$1.75 or over, and in cases where the 
lower berth rate is $1.50, the upper- 
berth rate should not exceed $1.25. 
State of Oklahoma, State of Iowa, In- 
tervener, vs Pullman Co et al (3354); 
State of Kansas vs same (3421); State 
of Indiana vs same (3454); State of 
Arkansas vs same (3477), 20 IC C 
Rep, 25; Dec 31, 985. 

Salt ke City, Utah, and Omaha, Neb., 
and Denver, Colo.; Present rates_not 
found unreasonable. Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, Salt Lake, vs A T & 
S F et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; 
July 2, p 25. 

Salt Lake City and Provo, Utah, and 
Los Angeles, Cal.: Held, That first 
class fare should not exceed $25, one 
way. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake City, vs AT &SF 
et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, 


p 25. 

Salt Lake City, Utah, and San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.: Held, That fare should 
not exceed $24.69. Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, Salt Lake, vs A T & 
S F et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; 
July 2, p 25. 

Scrip Books, Redemption Of: Redemp- 
tion of unused portion allowed after 
expiration date thereon, because of 
defects of tariffs governing the same. 
Rickel vs A T & S F (3124), 19 IC C 
Rep, 499; Nov 26, p 766. 


Validation: There is a great force in 
the contention that good faith to the 
public would require carriers to state 
in advertisements of their excursions 
the total amount which would be ex- 
acted for the transportation service, 
of which validation is a part; but it 
is difficult to see how it can be held to 
be a violation of the act to regulate 
commerce to exact a part of the tar- 
iff rate at the ticket office when the 
ticket is sold and the balance of that 
rate at the validating agency when 
the ticket is validated. Riter vs O 8 
L et al (2964), 19 I C C Rep, 443; Nov 
5, p 639. 

—While it seems probable that in 
some instances the place of validation 
might be made more convenient than 
it now is and that the annoyance to 
the public might be somewhat les- 
sened, still upon the showing made 
in this record and upon knowedge 
of the situation, the Commission hes- 
itates to interfere by any general 
rule. If special instances arise where 
the inconvenience is undue, those can 
be dealt with individually. Riter vs 
OS Let al (2964), 19 I C C Rep, 443; 
Nov 5, p 639. ( 
—Under tne method of handling val- 
idation fees they never find their way 
into the revenue returns of the car- 
riers to this Commission. In some 
way those fees should find their way 
into the accounts of the railroads; 
but the circumstance that a proper 
account of the fees is not given does 
not of necessity stamp the exaction 
of it or the method of its exaction 
as illegal. Contention that the man- 
ner in which these fees are handled 
amounts to a violation of the fifth 
section of the act is not sustained. 
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Riter vs O S L et al (2964), I9 IC C 
Rep, 443; Nov 5, p 639. 

—Refund of Excess Fare Paid Through 
Failure to Have Tickets Validated: 
Held, That respondents’ present reg- 
ulations, viz: ‘In case a passenger 
holding a round-trip signature ticket 
(the contract thereof and the tariff 
under which it is sold requiring that 
it be validated before it can be ac- 
cepted for return passage) neglects 
to have the same executed for return, 
the Las Vegas & Tonopah Railroad 
company will refund the amount pas- 
senger is obliged to pay returning 
over its road, providing all other con- 
ditions of the contract of the ticket 
and the tariff under which it is sold 
are complied with. Refund will only 
be made providing the amount paid 
returning is for transportation over 
the same roads and via the same 
junction points, as the unused ticket 
held by the passenger, and the orig- 
inal purchaser can and does furnish 
a Satisfactory affidavit that the ticket 
is used in accordance with all the 
conditions of the tariff under which 
it was sold and the contract thereof, 
with the sole exception of validating 
it for return. Passenger will also 
be required to furnish receipt (or 
receipts) or other evidence satisfac- 
tory to the railroad companies that 
such fare or fares were paid return- 
ing. Return portion of signature tick- 
ets which have not been validated for 
return in accordance with contract 
must not be honored by conductors. 
Fare should be collected to first 
scheduled stop of train, at which pas- 
senger should purchase ticket to orig- 
inal starting point of ticket. Receipt 
should be given for fare paid on 
train and passenger instructed to se- 
cure receipt for ticket purchased,” 
are reasonabie. In the Matter of Ex- 
tra Fare, ete (3063), 19 IC @G Rep, 
440; Nov 5, p 641. 

West Virginia: State Supreme court 
upholds state 2-cent-fare law: orders 
refunds of excess amounts collected 
by roads while operating under in- 
junction; July 16, p 148 


PASSES 
See ‘Free Transportation.” 


PEPPER, Chili 
Classification: A commodity rate on 
“pepper” does not take “chili pepper”’ 
out of the classification. Crombie & 
Co et al vs Sou Pac et al (3149), 19 
‘IC C Rep, 561; Dec 17, p 911. 


PENDLETON, Ore. 

Rate Adjustment: Held, That Spokane 
rates should apply from defined ter- 
ritories east. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 1 CG Rep, 
162; July 2, p 3. 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Coal: Reported that Lehigh Valley road 
declines to obey recommendation of 
State railroad commission and charge 
no greater rate on coal to Coplay 
than to more distant points (July 30, 
p 215). Commission refers to at- 
oe” general for action; Aug 20, p 

Commission: H. E. Bellis writes Gov- 
ernor-elect Tener urging that latter 
use his influence to have power of 
state railroad commission augmented; 
Dec 17, p 931. 

Complaints: Fink Brewing company al- 
leges Adams Express refused to move 
empty beer packages on which 
charges were guaranteed but not pre- 
paid; Sept 17, p 426. 

—Lawrence Flick, Jr., attacks Penn- 
Sylvania railroad’s methods of hand- 
ling milk shipments; Sept 17 p 426. 
—Kittredge company files complaint 
with state railroad commission 
against rates on scrap iron from 
northern points to Tunkhannock; July 
30, p 205, 

Discrimination: State Supreme court 
upholds verdicts of trial courts in 
Clearfield county, awarding damages 
because of alleged discriminations in 
ear distribution to mines and refusal 
of carrier to build a siding at ship- 
per’s expense; July 16, p 154, 


PETROLEUM 
Acceptance Of: Held, That L C L 
shipments should be accepted at least : 
twice a week. Tiona Oil Co vs N Y PUBLICATIONS 
McPherson, Logan G.: “Transportation 
in Europe’: Work commended as an 


O & W (N Y Pub Ser Com, 24a Dist); 
July 9, p 115. 


INDEX TO THE TR 


AFFIC WORLD 


Rates 





Independent Petroleum Marketers’ As- 


sociation: Denounces proposed .n- 
—— in petroleum rates; July 23, 
p 180. 


Muskogee, Okla., to New Orleans, La.: 


Rate of 17.5 cents on crude petroleum 
in tank cars not found unreasonable. 
Record Oil Refining Co et al vs Mid 
V et al (2842), 19 I C C Rep, 132; July 


Ca 


9, p 97. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa. 
Rate Adjustment: Frank L. Neall 


again issues statement charging 
that the Pennsylvania railroad dis- 
criminates against Philadelphia in its 
adjustment of inland freight charges; 
cites per ton per mile earnings on 
rails, ore, sugar, cement and grain 
am aepoeet of his contention; Aug 13, 
p . 4 


PHOENIX, Ariz. 
Class Rates from Eastern Points: Held, 


That rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing, viz: 


2. 3. 4. 5. 
Kansas City.$2.50 $2.17 $1.83 $1.58 $1.33 
St. Louis.... 2.80 2.42 2.03 1.71 1.43 
Chicago ...... 2.90 2.51 2.09 _.75 1.47 
Cincinnati .. 3.05 2.63 2.19 1.81 1.52 
Pittsburg .». 3.20 2.76 2.29 1.87 1.57 


; ee a ee SS 
Kansas City.$1.33 $1.04 $0.83 $0.79 $0.71 
St. Louis.... 1.45 1.14 .91 .86 .78 


Chicago ..... 1.50 1.18 .94 .89 .80 
Cincinnati .. 1.56 1.23 .98 .92 .83 
Pittsburg ... 1.62 1.28 1.03 .96 .86 


Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Santa Fe P & P et al (1796), 19 I CC 
Rep, 257; July 2, p 38. 


Commodity Rates : The Commission is 


of the opinion that the carriers 
should extend to Phoenix and other 
Arizona points a reasonable list of 
commodity rates adapted to the needs 
of that territory and in substantia] 
conformity with the rates made on 
the same commodities on the lines to 
the north. Maricopa County Commer- 
cial Club vs Santa Fe P & P et al 
(1796), 19 I C C Rep, 257; July 2, 
p 38. 


PICK UP 
See ‘‘Express.”’ 


PIPE, Cast-Iron 
Texas (Intrastate): State railroad com- 


mission reduces rates 3.25 cents: Dec 
31, p 1002, 


PORTLAND, Ore. 
Class Rates to Points in Washington, 


Oregon, Idaho and Montana: Held, 
That rates to interstate points should 
be reduced not less than 20 per cent. 
Portland Chamber of Commerce vs 
O R & N et al (2537), 19 IC Cc Rep, 
265; July 2, p 19. 


Class Rates: Oregon railroad commis- 


sion, in proceedings instituted on its 
own motion, orders reduction in class 
rates between Portland and East 
Portland, Ore., and over 200 local 
intrastate stations on the Southern 
Pacific system; order in full: Oct &, 
p 512. 


POSTING 
See ‘‘Tariffs.” 


POULTRY 
See “Dairy Products.” 


PREFERENCE 
See “Discrimination.”’ 


PREJUDICE 
See “Discrimination.” 


PRIVATE CARS 
See “Cars, Private.” 


PRODUCE 
See ‘Fruits and Vegetables.” 


PROVO, Utah 
See, also, ‘“‘Salt Lake.” 
Passenger Fares: Held, That rate be- 


tween Provo and San Francisco, Cal., 
should not exceed $26.04; that present 
rates between Provo and Denver, 
Colo., and Omaha, Neb., are not un- 
reasonable. Commercial Club Traffic 
Bureau, Salt Lake, vs A T & S F et 
— 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2 
p 25, 


, 





unbiased and important treatise on 
the subject; Oct 22, p 587. 


Tariffs: See ‘‘Tariffs—Simplification 


of.”’ 


PULLMAN COMPANY 
See ‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 


ets.” 


PULLMAN RATES 
See ‘‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 


ets.’ 


*RACKS, Floor : 
Allowances for: See “Cars, Refrigera- 


tor.’”’ 


RAILROAD CLUB OF KANSAS CITY 
Inaugurates publication of monthly 


known as “Bill of Lading;’’ Dec 24, 
966. 


Wilson, H. G., Transportation Commis- 


sioner of the Kansas City Commercia! 
Club: Addresses club on importance 
of freight rate hearings before the 
commission; holds present law in- 
adequate to afford a scientific solu- 
tion of the problem; hits at physical 
valuation idea; Oct 1, p 490. 


RAILWAY BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 
Annual Meeting: Issues invitations to 


annual meeting and announces speak- 
ers; declares question now before 
country is whether people shall pull 
together for stable prosperity (Nov 12, 
p 706). Chairman Knapp of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission rec- 
ommends liberal railroad earnings; 
President Willard of the Baltimore 
& Ohio speaks for a cessation of 
anti-railroad activity; John Claflin, 
president of the J. B. Claflin com- 
pany, sets forth friendly co-operation 
as remedy for railroad ills; associa- 
tion reiterates that its fundamental 
purpose is to create an atmosphere 
in which railways and their patrons 
may make mutual concessions and 
avoid litigation; Nov 26, p 777. 


flection: Re-elects old officers for 1910- 


1911 (Dec 3, p 840). Announces selec- 
tion of members of executive com- 
mittee; Dee 31, p 1001. 


RATE ADVANCES 
Introductory: Early in the spring of 


1910 came rumors of threatened in- 
creases in western commodity rates; 
shortly after came the report that 
official classification class rates would 
be advanced from 8 to 20 per cent; a 
general meeting was held at Chicago 
May 17, the “Chicago Conference,” 
at which the shippers appointed a 
committee to fight the increase in 
eastern freights and demanded that 
the question of whether the carriers 
were entitled to higher rates should 
be submitted to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission for adjudication; 
one week later, western shippers met 
at Omaha to decide what could be 
done to stay increases in commodity 
rates effective June 1, and an appeal 
to the Attorney-General of the United 
States was decided on; May 31, suit 
was filed at Hannibal against the 
Western Trunk Line committee and 
constituent roads alleging violation of 
the Sheman anti-trust act and an in- 
junction was issued; subsequently 
eastern and western railroad execu- 
tives met with President Taft ana it 
Was agreed that the railroads would 
defer or withdraw all advances of 
June 1 or later until the commerce 
act was amended giving the Commis- 
sion the right to suspend rate ad- 
vances before becoming effective. 


Cement: Hearing at Kansas City brings 


out relative disparity between rates 
from Iola to Denver and to Kansas 
City; Oct 15, p 556. 


General: Industrial traffic man, an- 


alyzing McCain’s “Diminished Pur- 
chasing Power of Railway Earnings’”’ 
declares plea unsound; refutes in- 
ferred conclusions with statistics on 
transportation earnings: reduces Mc- 
Cain argument to a plea that the 
more business you do the less money 
you make (July 23, p 172). Railroad 
president takes issue with writer on 
McCain’s pamphlet: holds percentage 
of return on railway capital not ex- 
cessive; declares Commission in fix- 
ing rates should not limit the rail- 
ways to the least to which they can 
be constitutionally restricted, but 
allow the carriers to make such rates 
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Live Stock: Commission suspends until 
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as will be most conducive to the pub- 
lic welfare; Sept 30, 3, p 349. 
—Joseph Joseph & Brothers Co., Cin- 
cinnati, dealers in railway supplies, 
favor fair advance in transportation 
charges; Sept 3, p 330. 

—H. G. Wilson, Transportation Com- 
missioner of the Kansas City Com- 
mercial Club, addresses Railroad club 
of the same city on importance of 
hearings now going on before the 
Commission; holds present law inad- 
equate to afford a scientific solution 
of the question; hits at physical val- 
uation propaganda; Oct 1, p 490. 
—Large shippers announce themselves 
in favor of a square deal for the rail- 
roads; E. C. Simmons, of Simmons 
Hardware Co., issues statement of this 
tenor; similar circular put forth by 
certain eastern shippers; Oct 15, p 541. 
—Ex-Governor Lind of Minnesota sees 
menace in railroads’ fight for higher 
rates; Oct 8, p 505. 

—Eastern members of railway broth- 
erhoods adopt regulations favoring 
rate advances (Oct 1, p 492). Machin- 
ists oppose rate advances, criticising 
action taken by railroad brotherhoods 
(Oct 8, p 511). American Federation 
of Labor adopts resolutions rebuking 
railroad brotherhoods for supporting 
rate advance; Dec 3, p 837. 











































April 10, 1911, tariffs of western car- 
riers advancing rates between Mis- 
souri and Mississippi rivers (Nov 26, 
p 791). Commission continues sus- 
pension of postponed tariffs advanc- 
ing rates between Missouri and Mis- 
sissippi rivers from Dec 10, 1910, to 
June 10, 1911 (Dec 3, p 839). Briefs 
filed in Kansas City live-stock case; 
earriers allege advance in rates to 
Mississippi river was made to remove 
discrimination against Omaha; that 
transportation is attended by ex- 
traordinary costs and hazards and 
that rates have been unreasonably 
low: that increased expenses discussed 
in general rate advance case are pe- 
culiarly felt in live stock traffic; ship- 
pers reply that carriers have no right 
to attempt to remove an alleged dis- 
crimination by depriving another 
community of its natural advantages; 
that extraordinary costs mentioned 
are no new factor and that, granting 
for the sake of argument, the gen- 
,eral contention of general increased 
expenses, it was unfair to throw 
such a proportion of the burden on 
this particular traffic (Dec 10, p 864). 
South Omaha Live Stock Exchange, 
in brief for intervenors, declares 
Kansas City is striving for advan- 
tages in rates, while Omaha asks only 
equality (Dec 24, p 965). Commission 
suspends advances between East 
Clinton and points in Iowa and Ne- 
braska; Dec 17, p 890. 


New Orleans, La.: New Orleans pro- 
tests against threatened advances in 
rates to and from various northern 
and eastern points; fears that both 
local and export business will suffer 
(Sept 10, p 380). Commissioner Smith 
of the transportation department of 
the board of trade submits protest 
against proposed increases in rates; 
Sept 24. p 462. 

Official Classification: Central Freight 
association carriers commence filing 
tariffs with Commission advancing 
class rates; average advance runs 
8, 7, 5, 3, 2 and 1.5 cents, respectively, 
for the six classes (July 2, p 77). 
Members of state railroad commis- 
sions of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan 
and Ohio meet to consider subject of 
general advances (July 9, p 117). 
National Industrial Traffic League 
decides to co-operate with Chicago 
Conference committee in opposing 
general advance (July 16, p_ 134). 
Secretary Glenn of the Illinois Manu- 
facturers’ association urges shippers 
to reject any compromise settlement 
out of court (July 16, p 155). State 
railroad commissioners of Indiana, 
Ohio and Michigan petition Interstate 
Commerce Commission to suspend 
and investigate advances in class 
rates in C F A territory (July 16, p 
157). Syracuse Traffic Bureau favors 
submission of question to Interstate 
Commerce Commission (July 23, p 
162). <As result of conferences be- 
tween Commission and carriers it is 
announced that general advances will 

be postponed until Nov 1; Commission 































issues rules governing supplementing 
of suspended tariffs on short notice 
(July 23, p 168). Chicago Conference 
committee takes stand that raté 
question is too important for private 
settlement or compromise and must 
be submitted to the Commission for 
settlement (July 23, p 180). Sub- 
committee of experts of Chicago con- 
ference committee holds joint meeting 
with special committee of fifteen of 
the National Industrial Traffic League 
to discuss procedure in combating 
general advances; appointment of ac- 
countant and counsel left in hands 
of committee of seven appointed to 
have charge of shippers’ case before 
the Commission (July 30, p 194). 
Francis B. James, Cincinnati, and 
J. H. Atwood, Kansas City, chosen 
as attorneys for shippers’ committee; 
western railroads select special com- 
mittees from their legal, traffic, ac- 
counting and operating departments 
to represent them at hearing in Chi- 
cago on Aug 22; railway supply houses 
appeal to business interests to favor 
reasonable advance; letters also given 
out contradicting heavy increase in 
cost of railway supplies; supply houses 
charged with being beneficiaries of 
preferential rates (Aug 6, p 222). 
Carriers agree voluntarily to continue 
suspension of tariffs involved in Case 
No 3400 until Feb1,1911 (Oct 15, PD 























































548). New England Shoe & Leather|- 


association protests to Commission 
against advance; declares rates affect 
heavily necessities of life, but leave 
untouched articles comprising two- 
thirds of roads’ tonnage (Oct 15, p 
554). Commission calls upon carriers 
to furnish detailed information on 
mileage, maintenance, depreciation, 
ete., for period April-Sept, 1907-1910, 
and data as to bond and stock issues 
(Nov 12, p 696). European bankers 
show wide divergence in attitude to- 
wards American rail securities and 
effect of freight rate investigation 
(Nov 19, p 737). Western roads offer 
Brandeis place at own price if he will 
show them how to save $1,000,000 a day 
or a substantial portion; lawyer re- 
plies he will be glad to confer with 
them on subject, but will accept no 
compensation for his services (Dec 3, 
p 842). Slason Thompson attacks fig- 
ures on capitalization and valuation as 
used by Attorney Thorne as mis- 
statement of facts (Dec 10, p 879). 
Freight Traffic Manager Hodgdon of 
Pennsylvania lines addresses Cincin- 
nati branch of National Metal Trades 
association of rate advance; tells why 
charges were advanced; a case of giv- 
ing the public what it asks for; Dec 
24, p 952. | 
—Hearings: Commission sets August 
15 as opening date for hearing; over 
4,000 tariffs in Official Classification 
territory under suspension (Aug 13, 
p 260). Hearing at New York post- 
poned until September 7; Chief Ex- 
aminer Brown declares every oppor- 
tunity will be given all parties to 
make a complete presentation of their 
ease (Aug 20, p 275). Hearing opens 
at New York before Examiners Brown 
and Hillyer; railroads open case by 
presenting statements to the effect 
that recent wage increases have added 
over $34,700,000 to Official Classifica- 
tion territory carriers’ expense, that 
proposed advances in rates will mean 

















only $27,000,000 additional revenue; J. 
T. Leary testifies for the Baltimore & 
Ohio; W. B. Stracker, F. C. Hoff and 
J. F. Reynolds for the Pennsylvania 
system (Sept 10, p 366). Witnesses 
subjected to grueling cross-examina- 
tion by shippers’ attorneys; J. E. 
Merion and R. R. Metheany appear 
for Pennsylvania lines; J. H. Foulds, 
Jr., F. E. Briggs, M. H. Chamberlain, 
G. M. Glazier, W. E. Munger, F. O. 
Waldo, T. Edeson and E. H. Kennedy, 
of the accounting departments of va- 
rious New York Central lines, testify; 
W. D. Haynie files petition scoring 
railroad methods, hits at watered 
stock, inefficient and dishonest man- 
agement and capitalized surplus; Vice- 
president Thayer of the Pennsylvania 
and Daly of the New York Central 
give evidence (Sept 17, p 391). Wm. 
Maxwell, Wabash, D. W. Cooke, Erie 
and C. S. Wight, Baltimore & Ohio, 
offer closing testimony in eastern rate 
hearings; adjournment taken to Wash- 
ington, D. C., in October (Sept 24, 
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p 452). Hearing of testimony of east- 
ern railroad presidents opens before 
full Commission at Washington, Oc- 
tober 12; Mc Crea and Willard give 
evidence; testify as to necessity of 
railroad’s credit being maintained 
(Oct 15, p 530). Shippers cross-ex- 
amine Willard; President Brown of 
New York Central lines takes stand: 
tells of needs of that system; is closely 
questioned by shippers’ counsel; Vice- 
president Stuart of the Erie the last 
witness; Commissioners question him 
on maintenance of credit, over-produc- 
tion in the railway supply business and 
increasing returns on railway stocks; 
hearing adjourned until Nov 21 (Oct 
22, p 567). Shippers open presentation 
of their side of controversy at Wash- 
ington, Nov 21; Brandeis declares 
scientific management could save 
roads $1,000,000 a day; J. E. Ramsey, 
president of the Ann Arbor railroad, 
scouts this theory; says shippers ig- 
nore increased cost of moving freight 
or their ability to pay such costs; 
Wm. A. Glasgow, Jr., files brief, in 
which he holds that carriers have not 
made a prima facie showing; H. C. 
Hathaway, vice-president, Tabor Man- 
ufacturing Co; James Mapes Dodge, 
chairman of board of directors, Link- 
Belt Machinery Co: Henry R. Towne, 
president, Yale & Towne Manufactur- 
ing Co, and F. B. Gilbreth, testify as 
to what efficiency and scientific man- 
agement has done in other lines of 
business; brewers and furniture men 
oppose advance, but latter declare uni- 
form increase would work no discrim- 
ination; P. W. Coyle, St. Louis, de- 
clares advance unjustifiable; H. A. 
Gantt and Harrington Emerson dis- 
cuss application of efficiency system 
(Nov 26, p 748). Shippers conclude 
presentation of evidence in opposition 
to advance; H. C. Barlow testifies that 
burden of increased charges has been 
unfairly placed on shippers of higher 
classes of freight; B. B. Burgander 
discusses stockholders’ rights: George 
E. Ide pleads that nothing be done to 
affect the integrity of the railroad se- 
curities held by the insurance com- 
panies; E. E. Williamson goes into 
analysis of cost and financial history 
of various roads; discusses efforts of 
shippers to refute tales that railroad 
conditions were unstable: McCain dis- 
cusses “Diminished Purchasing Power 
of Railway Earnings; J. N. Tittemore 
takes stand to say advance is unrea- 
sonable and discusses class rate adjust- 
ment; D. O. Ives attacks “inconsis- 
tencies” of Official Classification rat- 
ings; sees room for economies by car- 
riers in handling freight; attacks rail- 
road estimates of advances to be 
made; Geo. A, Post speaks for Railway 
Business association; denies preaching 
panics if rates are not advanced: 
H. H. Westinghouse declares increased 
efficiency of present day air brakes 
has overbalanced advance in cost; W. 
H. Marshall testifies that locomotive 
prices are lower per ton now than a 
decade ago; comparative efficiency of 
engines has not increased; H, G. Prout 
declares safety devices are in many 
instances an economic advantage; C. 
H. Jones testifies continuance of suc- 
cess of New England shoe industry is 
dependent upon reasonable rates and 
regulation: Clifford Thorne declares 
advances unnecessary, that credit of 
railroads has not been impaired, that 
other lines of industry have not been 
able to market 4 per cent bonds and 
that general trend of bond prices is 
downward with those of stocks up- 
ward; Guy T. Miller declares increase 
would restrict New England brass busi- 
ness; John S. Lawrence, for textile 
shippers, protests against advance; 
B. F. Curtis, driving wheels, Worces- 
ter, Mass., holds increase will greatly 
contract his territory and aid his 
western competitors; eastern drug 
firms, according to G. H. Bankart, 
would also be affected; E. F. Forbes 
testifies increase would tend to local- 
ize candy manufacture; A. C. Lorian 
declares it would cut off trade of east- 
ern belting industries: G. A. Stuart 
sees in advance serious menace to 
crockery business; C. L. Swarts of 
St. Louis declares burden of added 
rates will be passed on to the con- 
sumer; F. B. Boltz testifies that raise 
will put independent oil refineries at 
greater disadvantages than under 
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which they now labor; S. H. Cowan 
protests on behalf of the live stock 
raisers; James I. White declares Burn- 
ham-Hanna-Munger in past years re- 
ceived rebates ranging from 20 to 55 
per cent (Dec 3, p 795). Argument set 
for Jan 9, 1911; Dee 10, p 847. 

—Purpose of New York hearings mis- 
understood; are preliminary in char- 
acter only; both sides will have full 
es (Wash Letter); Sept 17, p 
—Carriers should not predicate plea 
for higher rates on wage advances to 
employes who are economically as 
well situated as laborers in other 
fields; the safety of passengers and 
employes and more economic and effi- 
cient service better grounds of justi- 
fication (Wash .Letter); Oct 1, p 465. 














adheres to its ruling that all advances 
must be indicated by black-face type 
or symbols (Conf Bul); Dec 17, p 919. 


National Industrial Traffic 
League decides to co-operate with 
Chicago Conference committee in op- 
posing general advance (July 16, p 
134). Secretary Glenn of the Illinois 
Manufacturers’ association urges ship- 
pers to stand by proposition that 
question must go to the Commission 
for settlement (July 16, p 155). Car- 
riers confer with Commission on ques- 
tion of postponing advances until 
Nov 1 (July 23, p 168). Railroad 
presidents appeal to their employes 
for the use of their influence in rate 
contest; deny intimations that their 
accounts have been padded (Aug 
13, p 260). Governor Stubbs of Kan- 
sas issues call for meeting of western 
shippers and state officials to fight 
rate advances (Sept 17, p 412). Ship- 
pers and western railroad comunis- 
sioners, at a meeting called by Gov- 
ernor Stubbs, favor prosecution of 
carriers under federal anti-monopoly 
law as weapon against rate advances; 
indorse physical valuation; praise 
work being done by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; organize the 
Traffic Federation of the Middle West 
(Oct 1, p 489). Commission amends 
Special Order 8, allowing carriers te 
postpone until November 1 on one day 
notice tariffs effective between July 25 
and October 1, increasing rates (Sept 
24, p 463). Carriers voluntarily agree 
to continue suspension of tariffs in- 
volved in Case No 3500 until Feb 1, 
1911 (Oct 15, p 548). Commission 
calls upon carriers to furnish detailed 
information upon mileage, main- 
tenance and depreciation for April- 
Sept. 1907-1910, and data on bond and 
stock issues (Nov 12, p 696). Presi- 
dent Miller of the Burlington declares 
Attorney Thorne’s figures on valuation 
and capitalization untrue; asserts 
valuation exceeds capitalization (Nov 
5, p 668). Slason Thompson, manager 
of the Bureau of Railway News and 
Statistics, attacks Thorne figures on 
capitalization and valuation as mis- 
statement of facts (Dec 10, p 879). 
President Noyes of Illinois Manufac- 
turers’ association declares examina- 
tion of Burlington exhibits shows ad- 
vance unnecessary; President Miller 
of the Burlington retorts that Mr. 
Noyes’ figures are misleading (Dec 17, 
p 920). Traffic Manager Bell of the 
Crane Co submits statistics showing 
that selling price of his company’s 
products has materially decreased 
since 1873; attributes decline to im- 
proved methods of manufacture; Dec 
24, p 954. 

—Hearings: Commission issues order 
suspending 132 tariffs and _  supple- 
ments in western case (Aug 20, p 275). 
Hearing opens before Special Exam- 
iners Brown and Hillyer at Chicago, 
August 29, Frank Lyon, attorney for 
the Commission; testimony is offered 
by E. P. Ripley, W. E. Bailey and 
J. S. Peabody for the Santa Fe; W. A. 
Poteet, for all the western lines; F. O. 
Melcher and F. Nay appear for the 
Rock Island; shippers represented by 
F. B. James and J. H. Atwood, W. D. 
Haynie, C. Thorne and S. H. Cowan; 
J. S. Dawson appears for Kansas 
state railroad commission; railroads 
seek to show general necessity for 
more revenue—as stated by President 
Ripley, an attempt had been made to 
advance the rates under suspension 
because the carriers needed the money 
and because the rates were per se 


unreasonably low, having been ham- 
mered down by competition between 
carriers and the influence of power- 
ful shippers (Sept 3, p 330). H. Miller 
takes stand for Wabash—declares sal- 
vation of that road lies in increased 
rates; E. J. Tobin also testifies for 
Gould line; hearing adjourns until 
September 19; Commissioner Prouty 
denies that Commission had imputed 
or intended to challenge the accuracy 
of the Santa Fe accounts, denying re- 
sponsibility for express dispatches of 
this nature; Illinois Manufacturers’ 
Association wires Taft, asking that 
full Commission hear case; President 
declines to interfere with conduct of 
case by Chairman Knapp and his as- 
sociates (Sept 10, p 369). Hearing re- 
sumed September 19 before Commis- 
sioners Clements, Lane and Clark; 
S. H. Cowan presents petition asking 
investigation into physical valuation 
question; Illinois Manufacturers’ as- 
sociation asks for extended inquiry 
in accounts past and present, con- 
struction contracts, etc.; C. M. Kit- 
tle, V. D. Fort, M. P. Blauvelt and 
W. L. Park appear for Illinois Cen- 
tral; W. E. Ellis only witness called 
for St Paul: W. A. Gardner testifies 
for the Northwestern; L. G. Scott and 
W. B. Bierd present case for Minne- 
apolis & St Louis and Iowa Central 
lines (Sept 24, p 430). S. B. Schuyler, 
Cc. J. McPherson and E. B. Boyd 
present case for the Missouri Pacific; 
Cc. I. Sturgis and F. E. Ward testify 
on behalf of the Burlington; G. O. 
May, A. S. Conrad witnesses for the 
Santa Fe; Slason Thompson appears 
for all the carriers; J. S. Peabody 
testifies again for the Santa Fe; J. B. 
Payne presents exhibits for the Al- 
ton and Great Western without put- 
ting any witnesses on the stand; H. C. 
Lust asks that case be dismissed; 
hearing adjourns sine die (Oct 1, p 
466). Shippers begin presentation of 
their side of case at Chicago October 
25 before Commissioners Lane and 
Clark, Henry C. Wallace, publisher of 
Wallace’s Farmer, first witness for 
shippers, testifies to disprove talk of 
great prosperity of farmer, wants 
rates low enough to permit free move- 
ment of live stock traffic: H. G. Wil- 
son, commissioner of the traffic bu- 
reau of the Kansas City Commercial 
club, then called, testifies that ma- 
terial advances in rates have been 
made since 1905, files rate history of 
charges under suspension; W. P. 
Trickett, executive manager of the 
Minneapolis Traffic association, pro- 
tests against ‘“‘double advances’ on 
Twin Cities’ rates; E. J. McVann, 
manager of the traffic bureau of the 
Omaha Commercial club, takes issue 
with Mr. Ward on land values of 
Omaha terminals of the Burlington; 
calls attention to recent increases in 
maintenance expenses on large west- 
ern roads; declares higher rates re- 
strict traffic movement; George E. 
White of the Iowa state legislature 
takes stand; cites decrease in 1910 
net revenues as being offset by in- 
crease in maintenance charges; Com- 
missioner Ryan and Engineer Muir- 
head of the Kansas Railroad commis- 
sion testify as to physical conditions 
of the Missouri Pacific and recent im- 
provements made therein; Traffic 
Manager White of Burnham-Hanna- 
Munger Dry Goods Co declares his 
firm had formerly received from 30 to 
40 cents rebate from first class rates 
(Oct 29, p 596). Governor Stubbs of 
Kansas appears as final witness for 
shippers; attacks estimates of rail- 
roads as to cost of construction and 
reproduction, declares if high finance 
were eliminated carriers would find 
no difficulty in obtaining capital on 
favorable terms for all legitimate en- 
terprises; railroads begin justification 
of individual increases; Vice-president 
Burnham of the Burlington declares 
rates under suspension all that can 
be advanced at this time, because of 
Commission orders now in_ effect; 
maintains level of rates has been de- 
creasing in last ten years; that more 
revenue is needed to preserve trans- 
portation efficiency of roads; present 
commodity rates out of line; if pos- 
sible, witness would bring them all 
back to class basis; S. H. Johnson, 
assistant general freight agent of the 
Rock Island, testifies; endeavors to 












show that conditions were such that 
territory now affected was only one 
in which advance could be made at 
this time; believes commodity rates 
preferential and endorses theory ad- 
vanced by Mr. Burnham that the 
ideal would be a return to the class 
basis with only a few commodity ex- 
ceptions; Commerce Council Ellis of 
St Paul road presents figures to show 
earnings on South Dakota traffic have 
been too low and that large advance 
in grain rates, principally affecting 
that state, is therefore justified; Clir- 
ford Thorne submits statement to 
show from valuation figures in Min- 
nesota, Wisconsin, South Dakota and 
Texas railroads are over-capitalized; 
final adjournment taken November 1 
(Nov 5, p 647). Final arguments set 
for Jan 16, 1911; Dec 10, p 847. 
—Decision to be rendered in general 
rate advance cases to be epoch-making 
in our economic relations; some basis 
will have to be at least approximated 
as a standard for rate making; can 
we escape what the traffic will rea- 
— bear?” (Wash Letter); Oct 22, 
p v4. 


RATES, In General 


— Articles: See ‘‘Classifica- 

on.”’ 

Application Of: See ‘‘Tariffs—Concur- 
rences,”’ 

Articles Shipped Under Trade Names: 
A compound for which a rating is 
provided under its technical chemical 
name, when shipped under a trade 
name, is not entitled to the rating 
provided unless it is also labeled so 
as to indicate it is the specifiea com- 
pound (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 

Based Upon Value: Carriers may law- 
fully establish graduated rates based 
upon the value of the commodity 
shipped; shippers misstating values 
for the purpose of securing lower 
rates than entitled to are liable to 
prosecution under section 10 of the 
Act (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 

Carload vs Less than Carload on S-.up- 
ment Transferred in Transit from 
One Larger Car to Two Smaller Cars: 
See “Weights, Carload Minimum— 
Transfer of Lading in Transit.” 

Competitive, Extension Of: When one 
community leans upon another for its 
competitive rates, the benefit of such 
rates ought not to be denied to the 
point where the competitive condi- 
tions exist. Harbor City Wholesale 
Co vs Sou Pac et al (2611), 19 IC C 
Rep, 323; July 23, p 162. 

Concentration, Two: A carrier may 
make a distinction in its rates be- 
tween shipments originating at con- 
centrating points so far as its own 
line is concerned, and traffic upon 
which it has had a haul into the 
concentrating points; but it may do 
this only under proper tari® pro- 
wisions connecting the inbound with 
the outbound movements, and then 
only when the inbound movement to 
the concentrating point proceeds un- 
der rates on file with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. St Paul Board 
of Trade et alvs MStP& SSM 
aa 19 I C C Rep, 285; July 9, 
p 93. 

Divisions of, Who Is Entitled To: Held, 
That service performed by complain- 
ant for its parent company is not a 
transportation service and that the 
mere fact that it may pick up a 
little other traffic incidentally does 
not entitle it to joint through rates 
with the defendants. Gulf Coast Navi- 
gation Co vs K C Sou et al (225:,, 
19 I C C Rep, 544; Dec 17, p 905. 


Early: Reproduction of tariff of 1866, 
showing old classification and early 
rates; Dec 17, p 911. 

Estimated Weights, Based on: See 
“Weights Estimated.” 

Rates, Export and Import, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, from Pacific Coast Ter- 
minals: Held, That inland propor- 
tionals on antimony ware, baskets, 
brushes, camphor, earthenware, gums, 
rugs, sago and tea should not exceed 
rates to Missouri River points. Com- 
mercial. Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 
19 IC C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 

Joint: Where joint rates have been re- 
duced to the sum of the locals and 
the minimum weight increased, repa- 
ration will be awarded on the basis 
of the new rate, subject to the car- 
load minimum in effect at the time 
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os, apamee (Conf Rul); July 23, p 
Jurisdiction: Commission has no author- 
ity to order the rival company which 
sold out to defendant to restore this 
route and rate. If such authority 
resides anywhere, it is in the courts 
and not in this Commission. Douglas 
Shoe Co et al vs Adams Express 
= a 19 I C © Rep, 539; Dee 10, p 
860. 
Legal: The legal rates applicable on 
outbound movements of traffic mov- 
ing under transit privileges are those 
in effect at the time of the initial 
movement. Southern Cotton Oil Co 
vs A C L et al (3021), 19 I C C Rep, 
434; Oct 29, p 609. 
Legalized by Concurrence: See ‘‘Tar- 
iffs—Concurrences.”’ 
Long and Short Haul—-See “Long and 
Short Haul Clause.”’ 
National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Committee on rates and 
rate-making declares no hard and 
fast rules can be laid down; dis- 
cusses factors to be considered in 
fixing equitable transportation 
charges; offers suggestions on the con- 
struction of rates on the mileage 
scale basis; Nov 19, p 721. 
Publication is Suspended 
Tariffs: See ‘Tariffs, Suspended.”’ 
Released; Carrier Should Secure Signa- 
ture: It is the duty of the initial 
carrier not only to advise the shipper 
of the lower rate applying in case 
of release of valuation, but when in- 
formed of shipper’s desire to avail 
himself of such lower rate to obtain 
the shipper’s signature in accordance 
with the tariY provisions. Southern 
Cotton Oil Co vs Sou Ry et al (3069), 
19 IC C Rep, 79; July 2, p 65. 
Reshipment: The rates applicable to 
outbound movements of traffic moving 
under transit privileges are those in 
effect at the time of the initial move- 
ment; Southern Cotton Wil Co vs A 
C L et al (3021), 19 I C C Rep, 434; 
Oct 29, p 609. 
Returned Shipment: The conclusion of 
the Commission, announced in sec- 
tion B, paragraph 67, of Tariff Circu- 
lar 17-A, which disapproved of the 
returned-shipment rates in general, 
but justfiied reduced rates for the 
return of freight which has been re- 
fused by the consignee at destination, 
is adhered to in the Matter of Re- 
duced Rates, ete (3126), 19 I C C 
Rep, 409; Nov 5, p 627. 
—Special rates on returned goods are 
illegal and in violation of the second 
section of the Act to regulate com- 
merce. In the Matter of Reduced 
Rates. etc (3126), 19 I C C Rep, 409; 
Nov 5, p 627. 
—The principle underlying the ordi- 
nary transit privilege cannot be relied 
upon in support of the returned- 
shipment _ rule. Transit arrange- 
ments, in their common form, are 
susceptible of defense only upon 
the theory that the inbound and 
outbound movements are in_ fact 
parts of a single continuous trans- 
action: but there is no real connec- 
tion between an outbound shipment 
to-day and a “returned shipment” 
one year hence. In the Matter of 
Reduced Rates, ete (3126), 19 I C C 
Rep, 409: Nov 5, p 627. 
—It is axiomatic that rates depend 
largely upon value, and the Com- 
mission thinks that no _ objection 
could be raised against the _ es- 
tablishment of special ratings for 
the movement of defective or dam- 
aged goods; but if this course is 
adopted the “returned” element 





Long and Short Haul: 
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effect at the time of the initial move- 
ment. Southern Cotton Oil Co vs A 


C L et al (3021), 19 I C C Rep, 434; 
Oct 29, p 609. 


RATES, Reasonableness of 
Absorption, Subsequent, of Switching 


Charges: The fact that over nine 
months after shipment moved defend- 
ant provided for absorption of switch- 
ing charge, held not sufficient in it- 
self to justify a finding that the 
charge was unreasonable. Deeves 
Lumber Co vs C & N W et al (2409), 
19 I C C Rep, 482; Nov 26, p 770. 


Based on Expensive Pieces of Line: 


The Commission does not recognize 
the right of a carrier to single out 
a piece of expensive road and make 
the local traffic thereon bear an un- 
due portion of its expense of its con- 
struction and maintenance; a road 
is built and operated as a whole and 
local rates are not to be made with 
respect to the difficulties of each par- 
ticular portion. Traffic Bureau of 
the Merchants’ Exchange vs Sou Pac 
Geer. 19 I C C Rep, 259; July 2, p 


Commodity: See ‘‘Louisiana-—-Courts.”’ 
Competitive, Increase in: A carrier 


may for competitive reasons establish 
a rate lower than it could justly be 
compelled by the Commission to es- 
tablish, and when it has done so the 
maintenance of such rate under 
former and different conditions (10 
altered by any illegal act of its own) 
than those existing when the rate is 
later advanced has not the same 
weight and force as proof in the 
nature of an admission of the reason- 
ableness of the former rate as ordi- 
narily attaches to the long continu- 
ance of a rate voluntarily established 
and maintained under other condi- 
tions. Breese-Trenton Mining Co et 
al vs Wabash et al (2768), 19 IC C 
Rep, 598; Dec 31, p 988. 


Competitive Lines: This Commission 


has said that in determining a freight 
rate which must of necessity be 
charged by competing lines, it would 
not look exclusively to that line 
which could handle the business the 
cheapest or which was the strongest 
financially, but would consider as well 
the weaker rival: yet it has never 
intimated that the rate should be 
fixed solely with reference to the 
weakest line, and it would certaimiy 
be most unjust to the public, in es- 
tablishing these rates, to consider 
merely the expensive and circuitous 
route. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake City, vs A T & S F| 
et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July) 
2, p 25. | 


Location vs Zone Rates: Because de-| 


fendants have constructed a system 
of rates on a zone or blanket system 
is not sufficient to justify the collec- 
tion of unreasonable charges to any 
point. Every city is entitled to the 
advantage of its location and may not 
lawfully be subjected to high freight 
charges merely because carriers, for 
reasons of convenience or otherwise, 
include it in a number of other points 
in surrounding territory, which latter 
points are not. similarly situated. 
Corporation Commission of North 
Carolina vs Norf & West et al (1389), 
19 IC C Rep, 303; July 16, p 13, 126. 

The Commis- 
sion’s authority under the fourth sec- 
tion extends to cases of through 
rates exceeding the sum of the inter- 
_— rates (Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 
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Irwin, Lucien J., President, Louisville, 
Henderson & St Louis Railway; In- 
dictment charges pending against Ir- 
win in connection wit American 
Tobacco and Speed cases dismissed 
by agreement between counsel in 
federal court at Louisville, Ky.; Dec 
10, p 875. 

Lehigh Valiey Railroad: Application 
for retrial in case involving alleged 
unlawful cancelation of demurrage 
charges against Bethlehem Steel Co, 
denied; Dec 24, p 963. 

Louisville, Henderson & St Louis Rail- 
way: Fined $3,000 on three counts, 
alleged rebating to American Tobacco: 
Company; rebating charge with re- 
spect to J. B. Speed Company dis- 
missed; Dec 10, p 875. 

Merchants’ & Miners’ Transportation 
Co., indicted by federal grand jury 
at Savannah, Ga., on 24 counts, alleg- 
ing illegal concessions on grain from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Jacksonville, 
Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 

Miller, Harvey C. and Morris F., in- 
dicted by federal grand jury at Sa- 
vannah, Ga., on 10 counts each on 
charge of receiving rebates on grain 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 

Philadelphia & Reading Railway: Ap- 
plication for retrial in case involving 
alleged illegal cancelation of demur- 
rage charges against Bethlehem Stee} 
Co denied; Dec 24, p 963. 

Seaboard Air Line indicted by federal 
grand jury at Savannah, Ga., on 14 
counts on charge of rebating on grain 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; Dec 10, p 885. 

Southern Pacific Company pleads 
guilty to technical violation of anti- 
rebate law with respect to matting 
shipments from Japan, lumber from 
Verdi, Nev., and wool shipments; in- 
dicted on 140 counts, but fined $18,000 
on only 18 counts by United States 
District Judge Van Fleet at San 
Francisco; July 9, p 122. 

Standard Oi] Company of Indiana: Case 
alleging receipt of illegal goncessions 
on shipments from Whiting, Ind., to 
Grand Junction, Tenn., when for be- 
yond, dismissed by United States 
Circuit Judge McCall at Nashville, 
Tenn.; Nov 19, p 737. 

Sunday Creek Coal Co indicted by fed- 
eral grand jury on 9 counts on charge 
of receiving undue preference by the 
Hocking Valley Railroad in that un- 
limited credit was extended to it, 
while cash or monthly settlement of 
bills was demanded by carrier of 
Sunday Creek Company’s competitors: 
violation of commodities clause also 
alleged; Nov 12, p 711 


RECORDS 
See ‘“‘Documents.”’ 


REFRIGERATION 
Drippings: Special committee of Mas- 
ter Car Builders’ Association pre- 
sents report recommending that drip- 
pings be drained off only at icing 
stations; July 30, p 195. 


REFRIGERATOR CARS 
See ‘‘Cars, Refrigerator.’ 


REFUND 
See ‘‘Reparation.”’ 


REGULATION, Joint 
See “International Ra:if “ommission.”” 


RELEASED RATES 
See ‘“‘Rates—Released.”’ 


———— 


should be altogether disregarded, the 


rating to be predicated entirely upon REMAINS OF AN EX-EMPLOYE 


the low value of the freight. In the Free Transportation: See ‘“Employes— 
Matter of Reduced Rates, etc (3126),| REBATES, Fines, Indictments, Etc Ex.” 


19 I C C Rep, 409; Nov 5, p 627. Bethlehem Steel Co: Application for 


Predicted upon Origin of Traffic: See 
‘‘Rates—Concentration.” 


Through vs Combination: 


—The Commission does not _ feel 
justified in modifying the terms 
of its ruling to the effect that 
shipments refused at destination 
may be returned at reduced 
rates within ten days. The ten-day 
limit does not seem to be inadequate. 
In the Matter of Reduced Rates, etc 
ale 19 I Cc C Rep, 409; Nov 5, p 
627. 

Through 
fares must be no higher than the 
lowest available combination (Conf 
Rul): Dec 17, p 920. 

Transit: The rates applicable on out- 
bound movement of traffic moving 
under transit privileges are those in 


retrial in case involving alleged illegal 


cancelation of demurrage charges 
denied; Dec 24, p 963. 


Hocking Valley: Grand jury at Toledo, 


O., to begin investigation into rela- 
tions between Hocking Vallev lines 
and Sunday Creek Coal Co (Oct 15. 
p 543). , Railroad indicted bv federal 
grand jury at Toledo, O., on 28 counts 
on charge of discriminating in favor 
of Sunday Creek Coal Company 
through the extension of unlimited 
credit, while demanding cash or 
monthly settlements of coal com- 
pany’s competitors; violation of com- 
wen clause also alleged; Nov 12, 
Pp " 


RENO, Nev. 
See ‘‘Nevada—Rate Adjustment and 
Class Rates.”’ 


REPARATION 

Burnham-Hanna-Munger and _  Kindel 
Cases; H. C. Barlow, traffic director, 
Chieago Association of Commerce, 
issues circular on procedure to be 
followed by shippers in filing claims 
for reparation under these decisions; 
Nov 5, p 673. 

Courts: Steinhardt & Co file suit sgainst 
Texas & Pacific et al in Cireuit Court 
at New Orleans for _ reparation 
awarded them by the Commission; 
Dec 24, p 966. 
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Drayage Charg See ‘‘Reparation— 
Misrouting.” 4 eee 

Joint Rates vs Sum of Locals: Where 
joint rates have been reduced to the 
sum of the locals and the minimum 
weight increased, reparation will be 
awarded on the basis of the new joint 
rate, subject to the carload minimum 
in effect at the time shipment moved 
(Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 

Kindel Case: See ‘“Reparation—Rurn- 
ham-Hanna-Munger and Kindel 
Cases,’ ante. 

Misrouting: Award of Commission in 
Woodward & Dickerson vs L & N, 
15 I C C Rep, 107, ordering reparation 
because of misrouting sustained by 
United States Circuit Court for the 
southern district of Ohio in Dicker- 
son vs L & N; Aug 20, 9 283. 
—Where shipper pays drayage 
charges because of wrong terminal 
delivery resulting from misrouting, 
reparation will not be awarded (Conf 
Ruf); July 23, p 171. 


RESHIPMENT RATES 
See ‘‘Rates—Reshipment.”’ 


RETURNED SHIPMENT RATES 
See ‘‘Rates—Returned Shipment.’’ 


REVIEWS 
See ‘‘Publications.”’ 


RIPLEY, E. P., President of the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe system. 






See also ‘“Cummins-Ripley Contro- 
versy.”’ 
Utterances: Takes optimistic view of 


— railroad situation; July 16, 
p 

—Declares that H. G. Wilson, in his 
speech before Kansas City Railroad 
club, q v, misrepresented his attitude 
on capitalizing improvements paid for 
out for surplus; Oct 15, p 537. 


ROUTES 

Jurisdiction: The Commission has no 
authority to order the rival company 
which sold out to defendant to re- 
store this route and rate. If such 
authority resides anywhere, it is in 
the courts and not in this Commis- 
sion. Douglas Shoe Co et al vs Adams 
Express Co (3183), 19 I C C Rep, 
539; Dec 10, p 860. 


ROUTES, Car Ferry 
See “Car Ferry.” 


RUGS 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific Coast 
terminals: Held, That inland propor- 
_tionals should not exceed those in 
effect to Missouri River points. Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


RYNDER, Ross D. 
Appointment: Made special] examiner 
for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
_ Sion; Sept 17, p 390 


SACRAMENTO, Cal. 

Class Rates to Points in Nevada and 
Utah: Held, That rates to and in- 
eluding Loveloc, Nev., should not ex- 
ceed the —o, 


Sins > «00% 1. 3. 4. 5. 
EE” ca w'edhesaig 85 71 64 51 43 
OS ee A B 


° ‘ Cc. D. E. 
bike tunes 43 34 28 25 21 


* Rate 

East of Lovelock, to and including 
Elko, Nev.: 

Class...... 2 2. 3. 4. 5. 
Rate ....115 96 86 69 57% 
Class...... A. B. Cc. D. E. 
Rate ..... 57% 46 38 34% 29 


To ints east of Elko, to and in- 
one ete —. _s 5 


et 128 115% ie 77 

— B. cc. EB. 
77 62 651 % 38% 
Traffic Bureau of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change vs Sou Pac (2839), 19 I C C 
Rep, 259; July 2, p 35. 


SAGO 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific 
Coast Terminals: Held, That inland 
—— should not exceed those 
m effect to Missouri river points. 
Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F etal (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


SALT LAKE CITY, Utah 
Note: Unless otherwise specified, this 
, ag also includes Ogden and 
Provo, Utah. 





SAN PEDRO, Cal. 












Class Rates to Eastern Points: Held, 
That rates should not exceed the fol- 


lowing, viz: 
a 
a» & & 


CUSRBED 0.0 < 'vs-anres 245 267 172 139 115 
Mississippi river...227 189 163 134 111 
Missouri river...... 190 162 142 119 98 
wre wae are 

B. C. wv. E. 

COD: «niin s wae 18 95 84 62 52 
Mississippi river...111 88 80 57 48 
Missouri river...... 98 77 70 50 42 


Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 20. 

Passenger Rates: Present rates be- 
tween Salt Lake City and Omaha and 
Denver not found unreasonable. Com- 
mercial Club Traffic Bureau vs A T & 
S F et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; 
July 2, p 25. 


Passenger Fares: Held, That fare be- 
tween Salt Lake City proper and 
Provo and Los Angeles, Cal., should 
not exceed $25; between Salt Lake 
City proper and San Fransisco, Cal., 
$24.69. Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau, Salt Lake, vs A T & S F et al 
(2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; July 2, 
p 25. 

Rate Adjustment: Held, That commod- 
ity rates from Chicago, Missouri and 

ississippi river points should be re- 
duced. (See under ‘Decisions’ or 
fuller treatment.) Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau, Salt Lae City, vs A T 
& S F et al (2662), 19 I C C Rep, 218; 
July 2, p 25. 


Rate Adjustment: Held, That San Pe- 
dro is entitled to California terminal 
rates. Harbor City Wholesale Co vs 
Sou Pac et al (2611), 19 I C C Rep, 
323; July 23, p 162. 


SCHROEDER, George A., Manager, 
Freight Bureau, Milwaukee Chamber 
of Commerce 

Utterances: Announces that roads will 
improve terminal facilities at Milwau- 
kee; July 16, p 155. 


SCRIP BOOKS 
See ‘‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 
ets.”’ 


SEATTLE, Wash. 

Class Rates to Points in Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho and Montana: Held, 
That interstate rates should be re- 
duced not less than 20 per cent. 
Transportation Bureau of Seattle 
Chamber of Commerce et al vs Nor 
Pac et al 2545, 19 I C C Rep, 265; 
July 2, p 19. 


SECURITIES 
Lane, Franklin K.: Declares himself 
in favor of government regulation of 
securities; would make it criminal of- 
fense to divert proceeds of stock and 
bond sales to uses other than for 
which securities were authorized; uct 

29, p 618. 


SECURITIES COMMISSION 

Appointment: President Taft announces 
appointment o commission to investi- 
gate railway securities; President 
Hadley of Yale, chairman; W. L. 
Fisher, Chicago; Frederick Strauss, 
New York; F. N. Judson, St. Louis, 
and Prof. H. B. Meyer, Madison; Sept 
10, p 388. 


Hearing: Commission holds session in 
New York City; F. L. Stetson opposes 
federal regulation of securities, but 
believes state control beneficial; F. Ww. 
Stevens also opposes federal] control: 
Schiff and Lovett think féderal su- 
pervision preferable to state; W. M. 
Acworth describes English system; 
R. S. Brookings feels regulation im- 
proper; Walker D. Hines favors fed- 
eral regulation; Samuel Untermeyer 
believes control by one road of an- 
other except by lease or outright pur- 
chase should be prohibited (Dec 24, 
p 955); Robert Mather, general coun- 
sel of the Rock Island, opposes gov- 
ernment regulation of capitalization, 
but favors Nest publicity in regard 
to securities; thinks government 
should aid in sg 3 a. B ay mr nd 
credit; Frank W. chair- 
man of executive jeanne of Guteeneake 
& Ohio, favors exclusive federal reg- 
ulation of securities; Dec 31, p 991. 


SHAUGHNESSY, Sir Thomas G., Presi- 


dent, Canadian Pacific Railway. 
Utterances: Declares Canadian lines 

are watching progress of general rate 

advance cases; Dec 10, p 818. 


SHERIDAN, Wyo. 


Class Rates to Montana Points: Held, 
That rates to branch line points south 
of Toluca, Mont., should not exceed 


those from Billings, Mont., by more 
than the following differentials: 

Cnt xninie 864.60 8 2. 3. 4. 
Differentials........ 7 7 7 6 


wey Chamber of ye vs C 
& Q (2788), 19 I C C Rep, 71; July 


2, p 61 
SHERMAN ACT 
See, also, ‘“‘Combinations.’’ 
Discrimination: Parties aggrieved 


throuh conspiracy to manipulate rates 
to restrain competition may appeal 
to the Sherman Act for relief. Meeker 
vs L V et al C C A; Dec 10, p 863. 


SHINGLES 
See ‘“‘Lumber and Forest Products.” 


SHIPPERS’ LOAD AND COUNT 
Rule held not unreasonable. Poncha- 
toula Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent 
(2884). 19 I C C Rep, 513; Dec 3, 
p 817. 


SHIPMENTS, Mixed 
See ‘‘Mixed Shipments.”’ 


SHIPMENTS, Refused 

Special Rates On: The Commission does 
not feel justified in modifying the 
terms of its ruling (R67b-1:/A) to the 
effect that shipments refused at des- 
tination may be returned at reduced 
rates within ten days; the ten-day 
limit does not seem to be inadequate. 
In the Matter of Reduced Rates, etc 
(3138). 19 I C C Rep, 409; Nov 5, 
p 4 


SHOES 
See ‘‘Boots and Shoes.”’ 


SHOOKS, Box 
See “‘Lumber and Forest Products.” 


SIDING, Blind 
Agent, Posting Name Of: A carrier is 
not required to post the name of its 
resident agent at a blind siding 
(Conf Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 


SIGNALS, Block ° 

Condition Of: The Commission has no 

authority under act, except in case 

of accident, to investigate the phys- 

ical conditions of block signals (Conf 
Rul); Dee 17, p 919. 


SIMMONS, George W., President, Sim- 
mons Hardware Company 
Utterances: Addresses American Asso- 
ciation of Freight Traffic Officers; 
declares shippers want best service 
possible and are willing to pay for it; 
holds attitude of express companies 
arbitrary; Dec 3, p 841. 


SMILEY, M. D., Secretary, Clinton (Ia.) 
Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation 

Tariffs: Suggests that reissue show by 
some appropriate symbol changed 
rates; Aug 27, p 316. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
Mergers: See ‘‘Mergers—Southern Rail- 


way.’ 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Wheat: South Dakota muiers start 


movement to secure intrastate wheat 
rates on Iowa scale; Aug 20, p 280. 


SOUTHEASTERN RATE CASE 
See ‘“‘Courts, Federal.”’ 


SPEARE, Charles F. 
See - “Special Articles—Erie Rail- 
road.”’ 


SPECIAL ARTICLES 

See also ‘‘Utterances.”’ 

Call of the Southwest: R. W. Hocka- 
day, industrial commissioner, Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Railway sys- 
tem, pictures advantages Missourt, 
Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas offer 
to the ambitious settler—a land where 
the fruits labor are plentiful and 
rich; gy p 230. 

Railway apitalization: Franklin K. 
Lane, in Review of Reviews, declares 
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Switching 45 








in favor of government regulation of} SPOKANE, Wash. 


































resi- tween state and interstate expenses; 
on securities; public should be informed Class Rates to: Held, That rates from Oct 8, p 526. gerne 
a of disposition of rail funds; would points east should not exceed the fol- National Association of Railway Com- 
e make it criminal offense to divert lowing, viz.: missioners: Committee on railroad 
proceeds of stock and bond sales to ———Class———_ Statistics oppose changing date of 
uses other than for which securities From— 1 2 3 annual reports from June 30 to Dec 
in ce ee: Oct 29, p 618. Missouri river.......$2.50 $2.17 $1.83 31; discusses separation of inter and 
suth ea Writer in Farm Implement Mississippi river.... 2.80 2.42 2.03 intrastate accounts and uniform ac- 
seed ews urges careful and systematic CRON ties coresvese 2.90 2.51 2.09 counting for express compan.es; Nov 
ao. preparation of claim papers; Oct 15, Cincinnati-Detroit .. 3.05 2.63 2.19 19, p 731. 
P Wai : DOE. neti s eines 3.20 2.76 2.29} Railroad: Preliminary report of Inter- 
‘ me riter in the Paint and Varnish New York .......... 3.50 3.01 2.49 state Commerce Commission of rail- 
4 ecord protests against excessive ——Class—— way earnings for 1909 shows increase 
a tracing of freight; clogs rather than From— 5 of $24,871,594 over 1908 and a decrease 
uly helps transportation; Oct 15, p 55. Missouri river ............ $1.58 $1.33 of $70,871,456 in expenses; mileage. 
Coal: E. Wylie, commissioner, Mississippi river........... 1.71 1.438 equipment and employes increase; 
Greater Des Moines commuictee, dis- RN a Wii skate 44k: misaieta és 1.75 1.47 July 23, p 181. 
cusses problems to be considered by Cincinnati-Detroit ........ 1.81 1.52 —Interstate Commerce ‘Commission 
Iowa state railroad commission in EE ..iu cee v4 p40 020 cute s 1.87 1.57 summary of monthly reports of rail- 
eo proposed readjustment of interstate EE En 4s i ww bree y chew can 2.00 1.67 roads for April, 1910, shows increase 
eS coal rates; July 9, p 112. Class of $2,867,615.07 in operating income 
eee Demurrage: George W. Jackson de- From— A B Cc as compared with April, 1909; operat- 
or cae if railroads abolish demurrage Missouri river.......$1.33 $1.04 $0.83 ing ratio increases from 68.30 to 70.41 
3 ureaus, some substitute, preferably Mississippi river.... 1.46 1.14 91 per cent; Aug 13, p 270. 
: under commission jurisdiction, should CRE inves 'v.4.0.04 0 nore 1.50 1.18 94 
be established; Dec 3, p 837. Cincinnati-Detroit .: 1.56 1.23 93] STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS 
Erie Railroad: Charles F. Speare writes Pittsburg ... 162 128 1.03| Complaints, Informal: While an informal 
study of Erie railroad; feels reorgani- New York .......... 1.75 138 111 letter is sufficient to stop the statute 
zation a necessity, but compliments| o- ©  °'.°"’*” ¥ Class = of limitations on reparation claims, 
management on manner physical From— D E yet such letter must contain all the 
ha- property is maintained, with means Missouri river $0.79 $0.71 elements of a claim. Fisk & Sons vs 
ent in hand; Aug 20, p 577. Mississippi river ee eee "86 “78 B & M (1590), 19 I C C Rep, 299; 
3, Express Transportation: James Man- i a Sati “99 “20 July 9, p 109. 
ahan declares carriers of this type Cincinnati-Dertoit _.....” “99 "83 Misrouting: The statute of limitations, 
are without legitimate field in this Pittsburg ........-......... "06 “86 as embodied in section 16 of the act 
country and act as unnecessary Weer va. eens 1.03 “93 to regulate commerce, governs mis- 
drains upon business; Aug 20, p 281. City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et al routing claims (Conf Rul); July 23, 
Iowa Rate Adjustment: Contributor (879), 19 TC c Rep, 162; July 2, p p 171. 
lie takes up complaints filed by state 3. ; 7 . ee pints STAVES 
the pert Mo on oe waa te A mp al Rate Adjustment: In fixing these rates See ‘“‘Lumber and Forest Products.”’ 
the tends for a broad readjustment; vary- the Commission has proceeded upon 
les- ing proportionals bet weer river and the view that, under the decisions| STEVENS BILL 
cod Des Moines attacked: shall carriers Stee Geprecse Sones ot 1nd Waited | SSG: See ete. 
a “at 4 “ States, cou not use the rate to 
ate. prone es hag lpm <P BE capped Seattle as a standard by which to| STILLWELL, Arthur, President, Kansas 
etc che “intermediate tates?” hes St. measure that to Spokane. If this City, Mexico & Orient Railway 
5, 312 oe. ee were otherwise, if the wcommission Utterances : Declares railroad problem 
, : ; were free to take into account all a big one; pleads for fairer treat- 
New Land of _Promise in the West: the competitive conditions existing ment of carriers; favors government 
W. H. Olin, industrial commissioner, both east and west and determine guarantee of the safety of railroad 
Denver, Laramie & Northwestern what, in the light of all these con- investments; sees need of higher 
railroad, discusses opportunities in ditions, would be a just and reason- rates; Oct 8, p 510. 
Wyoming, Colorado; men, money and able relation between the rates of 
transportation the need to open up Seattle and Spokane, a somewhat dif-| ST. LOUIS, Mo. 
this rich territory and give it full ferent question would be presented. Deliveries: Railroads establish one- 
development; Aug 27, p 314. City of Spokane vs Nor ‘Pac et al dump delivery system at all stations 
te Rate Advances: Industrial traffic man, (879), 19 IT C C Rep, 162; July 2, p 3. in city; July 9, p 82. 
its analyzing McCain’s ‘“‘Diminished Pur- —Held, That present class and com- 
ing chasing Power of Railway Earnings,” modity rates from eastern points to| STOCK - Apa 
declares plea unsound; refutes in- Spokane are unjust and unreasonable; See ‘Securities. 
ferred conclusions with statistics on new schedule, covering entre traffic, 
transportation earnings: sees in Mc- fixed. (See “Decisions” for fuller STRAWBERRIES 5s 
no Cain argument a plea that the more treatment.) City of Spokane et al See ‘“‘Fruits and Vegetables. 
ase business you do the less money you vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 I C C Rep. 
vs- make; July 23, p 172. 162; July 2, p 3. STUBBS, W. R., Governor of Kansas 
nf —Railroad president takes issue with —Rates should be slightly lower from See, also, ‘Rate Advances— Western. 
industrial traffic man on McCain’s Mississippi river points to Spokane Utterances: Writes open letter to Pres- 
pamphlet; holds percentage of return than from Chicago. City of Spokane ident Ripley of the Santa Fe, attack- 
m- on railway capitalization is not ex- et al vs Nor Pac et al (875,. 19 TC i ing latter for opposing physical valu- 
cessive; declares Commission, in fix- =a ee — 2, p :. : m ation of railroads; Oct 15, p 551. 
. ing rates, should not iimit the trans- —Spokane is entitled to joint throug 
~ samtnthen companies to the least to rates on classes and commodities from | SWITCH CONNECTIONS | : 
ce which they can be constitutionally Missouri river points and defined ter- Refusal to Build: | See ‘‘Discrimination 
it: restricted, but allow such rates as ritories east thereof. City of Spokane —Pennsylvania. 
es will be most conducive to the public et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 TC C 
welfare; Sept 3, p 349. Rep, 162; July 2, p 3. SWITCHING 
Rates Not Alone in Decli 0 F Absorption After Shipments Have 
Bell ‘traf one =a my med * Oscar *- | SPOKES, Hickory Moved: The fact that over nine 
a.) a its rg tates tc — Shat’ peli: Cincinnati, O., from Fort Payne, Ala., months after shipment moved defend- 
ati submits 8 . is oat < on te that sell- and Chattanooga, Tenn.: Held, That ant provided for absorption of switch- 
b se a - e —~ uc th company rates on hickory spokes should not ing charge, held not sufficient in itself 
~ wo TB gee one | scoebyoana improved exceed by more than 3 cents rates to justify a finding tnat the charge 
. 954 ods of manufacture; wee 24, Pp on hardwood lumber. Green vs Ala was unreasonable. Deeves Lumber 
ae ‘ Gt Sou et al (3199), 19 I C C Rep, Co et al vs C & N W et al (2409), 19 
Shippers’ Standpoint: Prominent east- 458: Nov 12, 690. I C C Rep, 482; Nov 26, p 770. 
i ern shipper declares recent amend- Chicago, Ill.: Representatives of car- 
I- ment to interstate commerce act and| SPRINGFIELD, Mass. riers and shippers frame compromise 


present general rate investigations 

best things that could have happened 

to transportation interests of the 
rt country; Nov 12, p 692. 


at — Simplification: See under ‘‘Tar- 
5.” 

Terminals: President Delano of Wabash 
railroad) declares problem a vital one 
in large cities; healthy growth de- 
pendent upon transportation facili- 

a. ties; discusses complexity of situa- 
tion at Chicago; Dee 31, p 992. 

Valuation: S. H. Cowan, attorney for 
the American National Live Stock 
association, declares subject a burn- 

A- ing question; if unearned increment 
Ss- is allowed in appraisement of lines. 
= rates will advance as traffic increases 
1, and the limit of regulation in thickiy 
er settled regions will soon be reached; 
re Oct 1, p 488. 
1d —Writer believes that valuation of 
railroad property should be figured on 
c. original cost plus permanent improve- 
ed ments; Oct 15, p 544. 


See ‘‘Long and Short Haul.”’ 


STATE GOVERNMENTS 
Free Transportation : See ‘‘Free Trans- 
portation.”’ 






STATE RAILWAY COMMISSIONS 
Character Of: See under ‘National 
Association of Railway Commission- 
ers—State Commissions.”’ 


Orders, Delays Attendant Upon En»- 
forcement: Committee of National 
Association of Railway Commission- 
ers urges that Supreme court expe- 
dite hearings of cases involving valid- 
ity of state commission orders; urges 
support of legislation with this end 
in view; Nov 26, p 790. 


STATISTICS 
Division of Accounts: Attorney-Gen- 
eral Thompson, Nebraska, files bref 
in United States Supreme court in 
Missouri rate case attacking meth 
ods used by railroads in dividing be- 


rules and rates to replace switching 
rule 23 of the state commission; mi- 
nority of shippers block adoption of 
agreement; central purpose of agree- 
ment is Chicago rates for Chicago and 
the elimination of charges on in and 
out bound traffic (Nov 12, 694). 
Shippers and carriers look for an 
early and amicable settlement of con- 
troversy; Nov 19, p 740. 

Los Angeles: Suit attacking order of 
the Commission in Associated Jobbers 
of Los Angeles vs A T & S F et al, 
18 I C C Rep, 320, transferred to Com- 
merce court; effective date of order 
to be postponed until after hearing 
by new court; Oct 22,.p 587. 

Oklahoma: State corporation issues or- 
der reducing general switching rates; 
Nov 5, p 674. 

—State railroad commission permits 
Union Stockyards company at South 
Omaha to increase rates 100 per cent; 
orders railroads to absorb additional 
charges (Sept 24, p 463). Trunk lines 
entering city file suit with United 
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States Circuit court attacking order; 
Nov 12, p 683. 

San Francisco, Cal.: Suit attacking or- 
der of the Commission in Pacific 
Coast Manufacturers’ Assn vs Sou 
Pac et al, 18 I C C Rep, 334, trans- 
ferred to Commerce court; effective 
date of order postponed until after 
hearing by new court; Oct 22, p 587. 

Weights: The Commission adheres to 
the principle as to weighing an- 
nounced in Romona Oolitic Stone Co 
vs Vandalia R R Co, 13 I C C Kep, 
115. Prahlow vs Ind Harb et al 
(3334), 19 I C C kep, o01%; Dec 24, 
p 947. 


TACOMA, Wash. 

Class Rates from Points in Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho and Montana: Held, 
That interstate rates should be re- 
duced not less than 20 per cent. Trans- 
portation Bureau of Seattle Chamber 
of Commerce et al vs Nor Pac et al 
(2545), 19 I C C Rep, 265; July 2, p 19. 


TAFT. Wm. H. 

Message: Sends annual message to 
Congress; announces he will not press 
amendments to commerce act defeated 
at last session; favors physical val- 
uation of roads; boiler inspection, and 
bill of lading liability laws (Dec 10, 
p 862). Discusses Panama canal, 
tariff revision, currency legislation, 
postoffice savings, etc.; Dec 10, p 877. 


TAP LINES 
Allowances: Louisiana railroad commis- 
sion appeals to Interstate Commerce 
Commission to try each individaul 
case on its merits and to make no 
eneral blanket condemnation of tap 
ine allowances (Aug 6, p 229). Lead- 
ing roads go in southwest give notice 
that allowances will be discontinued 
(Aug 20, p 27). Tap line owners hola 
meeting in St. Louis; organize the 
Southwestern Short Line association, 
and appeal to Commission to suspend 
trunk line tariffs canceling joint 
through rates (Aug 27, p 320). Arkan- 
sas railroad commission petitions 
Interstate Commerce Commission to 
suspend operation of trunk line 
cancelation of divisions with tap lines 
until status of each road can be in- 
vestigated (Sept 3, p 356). Can- 
celation of divisions between Mal- 
vern & Freeo Valley road and the 
Rock Island, restrained by Judge 
‘Rogers of the United States Cir- 
cuit court for the eastern division 
of Arkansas, on ground such action 
would be a violation of former’s con- 
tract rights; opinion in full (Sept 10, 
p 381). Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission suspends trunk lines’ tariffs 
canceling through route and joint rate 
arrangements with tap lines: Arkan- 
sas board sends petition to Chairman 
Knapp, protesting against arbitrary 
cancelation by trunk lines of divisions 
(Sept 10, p 374). Commission con- 
tinues until April 15, 1911, suspension 
of Leland tariffs canceling through 
rates with tram roads; Dec 31, p 970. 


TARIFFS 

Advances: Commission orders all car- 

riers to indicate after Sept 1, by black- 
face type or appropriate symbols, all 
advances in rates and ratings in 
tariffs; July 23, p 168. 
—The Commission adheres to its order 
requiring all advances in charges shall 
be indicated by black-face type or 
symbols (Conf Rul): Dec 17, p 919. 

Concurrence: A concurrence by one car- 
rier in the tariffs of another does not 
legalize the use by the former of the 
local rates of the latter (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 171. 

Posting Name of Agent: A carrier is 
not required to post the name of its 
resident agent at a blind siding (Conf 
Rul); Dee 17, p 919. 

Short Notice: Commission issues rules 
for supplementing suspended tariffs 
on short notice; July 23, p 168. 

Simplification: Nickel Plate Fast Freight 

ne Billing Guide 15 an excellent 
example of what can be accomplished 
in simplification of tariffs: a review 
and discussion of its principle fea- 
tures; Aug 6. p 229. 
—M. D. Smiley, secretary, Clinton 
Manufacturers’ & Shippers’ associa- 
tion, suggests that index page be in- 
sert in re-issues showing pages on 
+ ca ° have been changed; Aug 

» DP : 
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—Committee of National Association 
of Railway Commissioners declares 
great progress has been made in sim- 
plification within the last three years, 
but that there is still considerable 
room for improvement; committee of 
National Industrial Traffic League 
submits recommendations of suggested 
changes for the further clarification 
of rate issues; reports in full; Nov 19, 
Pp 727, 

Suspended: Commission issues _ rules 
governing the supplementing of sus- 
pended tariffs on short notice; July 
23, p 168. 

—Interstate _Commerce Commission 
issues Special Order No 8, giving 
Western Trunk Line carriers right to 
suspend general advances effective be- 
tween Aut 1 and Sept 15 until Nov 1 
on one day’s notice; July 30, p 194. 
—Commission issues amendment to 
Special Order 8 permitting suspen- 
sion on one day’s notice to Nov 1 of 
all tariffs carrying increase to be ef- 
fective between July 25 and Oct 1; 
Sept 24, p 463. 

—Commission issues Special Order No 
11, eanceling Special Order No. 6, gov- 
erning the suspension of tariffs con- 
taining increased rates and the sup- 
plementing of such issues; Nov 5, 
p 677. 

—Commission issues Special Circular 
No 8, governing authority of carriers 
to make effective on one day’s no- 
tice reduced items appearing in sus- 
pended schedules; Nov 5, p 677. 
—Reduced Rates in: Reduced rates in 
suspended tariffs may be published 
on one day’s notice and effective upon 
the date suspended tariff was in- 


tended to go into effect (Conf Rul); 
Dec 17, p 919. 


TEA 

Salt Lake City, Utah, from Pacific 
Coast Terminals: Held, That inland 
proportionals should not exceed those 
in effect from Missouri river points. 
Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 
Lake, vs A T & S F et al (2662), 19 
I C C Rep, 218; July 2, p 25. 


TELEGRAPH COMPANIES 
See “Wire Companies.”’ 


TELEPHONES AND TELEPHONE COM- 
PANIES 


See “Wire Companies.” 


TENDERS 
See ‘‘Locomotives.”’ 


TERMINAL 
Allowances: Announced that trunk lines 
have abandoned plan of abolishing al- 


lowances to industrial roads; Dec 24, 
p 951. 


TERMINAL DELIVERY 
See ‘‘Misrouting.”’ 


TERMINALS 

Delano, F. A., President, Wabash Rail- 
road, declares terminal problem. a 
vital one in large cities; healthy 
growth dependant upon transporta- 
tion facilities; discusses complexity 
of situation at Chicago; Dec 31, p 992. 


‘ TERMINALS, California 
See “California Terminals.’’ 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENTS 
See “Free Transportation.”’ 


TEXAS 
Decisions: Railroad cut rates from 55 to 
- 51 cents on cotton billed to Galveston 

and destined for interstate or foreign 
shipment; Sept 10, p 382. 
—State railroad commission reduces 
rates on cast-iron pipe 3.25 cents (Dec 
31, p 1002); Complaint in case; Oct 
15, p 539. 

Loading: State railroad commission de- 
nies request of carriers to be relieved 
from loading and unloading charges 
on carload freight at Texas ports 
aad hearing on subject; Sept 10, 
Pp . 


THOMPSON, Stason, Manager, Bureau of 
Railway News and Statistics 
Utterances: Attacks capitalization and 
valuation figures used by Attorney 
Thorne in general rate advance cases 


}S misstatement of facts; Dec 10, p 


















Tuttle 


TIES 

Rockhouse, Ky., to Brockwayville, Pa.: 
Rate of 20.5 cents not found unrea- 
sonable; factors of rate, 2 cents, 
Rockhouse to Marrowbone, 6 cents, 
Marrowbone to Huntington, W. Va., 
not found unreasonable. Preston vs 
C & O et al (2177), 19 ICC Rep, 406; 

Nov o, p 638. 

Tennessee Ridge, Tenn., to Louisville, 
Ky.: Held, That rate should not ex- 
ceed rate on lumber of similar quality. 
Chicago Car Lumber Co vs L & N 
(2136). 19 I C C Rep, 438; Oct 29, 
p 612. 


TIMBER + 
See ‘‘Lumber and Forest Products.” 


TOLEDO & OHIO CENTRAL RAILWAY 
See ‘‘Merger.”’ 


TRACING FREIGHT 
See ‘‘Claims.”’ 


TRADE NAMES 

Rating on Analagous Articles: A simple 
commodity, advertised, sold and 
shipped under a trade name which 
does not disclose the real nature of 
the commodity is not improperly rated 
when rated the same as other and 
competing preparations of similar 
physical character and general nature. 
Ford Co vs Mich Cent et al (3242), 
19 1 C C Rep, 507; Nov 26, p 765. 
—A compound, for which a rating is 
given under its technical chemical 
name, cannot enjoy that rate when 
shipped under a trade name, unless 
the packages are so labeled as to in- 
eate that they contain the specified 
compound (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 


TRAFFIC CLUB OF CHICAGO 

Hale, Arthur: Addresses club on car 
shortages and the remedies therefor; 
Oct 15, p 549. 

Publication: Begins publication of 
monthly magazine, entitled ‘‘The 
Waybill,”” for distribution among 
members; Sept 17, p 412. 

Social: Holds third annual summer out- 
ing at Beverly country club, June 23; 
July 2, p 2. 

—Holds midsummer outing at Home- 
wood country club, Aug 25; Sept 3, 
p 358. 

—Holds outing at Exmore Country 
club, Sept 27; Oct 1, p 493. 

Ives, D. O., Secretary of the New Eng- 
land Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, addresses members on the func- 
tions of transportation departments 
in commercial and municipal organi- 
zations; urges co-operative confer- 
ences; Oct 1, p 487. 


TRANSFER CHARGES 
Discrimination: The practice of naming 
specific consignors and consignees as 
entitled to certain service is objec- 
tionable not only on account of form, 
but because it may often effect actual 
discrimination between persons sim- 
ilarity situated and equally entitled to 
the carrier’s service. Pierce Co vs 
N ¥Y C & H R (3152), 19 I C C Rep, 

579, Dec 17, p 908. 


TRANSFER OF LADING 
See “Weights, Carload Minimum.” 


TRANSIT RATES 
See “Rates—Transit.”’ 


TRANSIT RULES 


See “Complaints: Chicago Board of 
Trade vs A T & S F et al (3586).” 


TRANS-MISSISSIPP!| COMMERCIAL 
CONGRESS : 
Railroads: Adopts resolutions favoring 
government control of securities and 
a physical valuation of railroad prop- 
erties under the direction of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission; Dec 

3, p 794 


TRANSPORTATION CLUB OF TOLEDO, 
OHIO 


Officers: Thomas Conlon elected presi- 
dent, vice E. N. Kendall, resigned; 
Walter Blank, promoted from second 
to first vice-president; Oct 8, p 515. 

Social: Association holds annual outing 
at Sugar Island Aug 6; Aug 13, p 271. 


TUTTLE, Lucius M. 
Retirement: Retires as President of the 


Boston & Maine railroad and allied 
lines; Sept 17, p 425. 





UNIFOF 
See ‘“‘] 
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lroad. 


Pa: Utterances: Declares himself in favor 
"eq- of a physical valuation of railroads, 
nts with a revision of rates based on the 
nts, result; July 9, p 117. 

V: 

na UNIFORM BILL OF LADING 

406; See “Bills of Lading—Uniform.’’ 

ille, UNION-SOUTHERN PACIFIC MERGER 
ex- DISSOLUTION SUIT 

ity. Final argument made by both sYfdes in 
_N the United States Circuit court at St. 
29, Paul; C. A. Severance and Frank B. 

Kellogg, for the government, contend 

that suit was brought to break up 

common control of Union, Southern 

Pacific and Salt Lake lines, that 

Union Pacific and Southern Pacific 

AY systems are natural competitors, that 
recent efforts of Union Pacific to le- 
galize its control over the Southern 

Pacific by legislative enactment was a 

confession of guilt, that an enormous 

traffic is affected, that the merger of 
the two systems has destroyed compe- 
iple tition which previously actively ex- 
and isted, that stock ownership of the 
ich Southern Pacific in other western 
of lines tended to suppress competition 
ted and was in conflict with the Sherman 
and act, that the merger has resulted in 
ilar deteriorated service and a failure to 
vy develop new territory; P. F. Dunne 
t2), and N. H. Loomis, for the defense, 
argue that the right of the Union 
; is Pacific, a state line, to make an out- 
ical right purchase of the minority stock 
nen of the Southern Pacific is the point 
ess at issue; that the Union and Southern 
in- Pacific were connections, not competi- 
fied tors; that there has been little change 
(71. in traffic solicitation since the merger; 
that the stock purchases complained 
car of were merely anticipatory of the 
or: stock provisions of the original inter- 
P state commerce amendments intro- 
of duced in the last session of Congress, 
"he that shippers are given the advantage 
ng of the best routes, that out-and-out 
stock purchase of a Utah railroad of 
ut- Southern Pacific securities is not 
23- within the regulative power of the 
x commerce clause, stock in the Hill 
ne- lines and the Atchison have been sold 
3, and questions relating thereto are; 
now merely academic, that there was 
try no combination of steamship lines to 
suppress competition, improvements 
1Z- have not been withheld—on the other 
ta- hand, rates have remained stable de- 
1c- spite advances in cost of railway sup- 
nts lies and labor; the record demon-| 
ni- strates that no monopoly has been | 
er- created and competition has not been| 
suppressed; Oct 22, p 580. } 
UNLOADING | 
ng Facilities: Unloading facilities that are 
as ample to meet the general require- 
C- ments of a community need not be 
m, enlarged to meet the special require- 
ial ments of a single shipper on a given 
m- occasion. Reiter, Curtis & Hill vs 
to N YS & W (3062), 19 I C C Rep 290; 
vs July 9, p 108. 
ep, 
UTAH COMMON POINTS 
See “Salt Lake City.”’ 
UTTERANCES 
See also “Special Articles.” 
Barlow, H. C., Traffic Director, Chicago 
Association of Commerce: Issues 
circular on procedure to be followed 
of by shippers in filing reparation claims 
under the Kindel and Burnham- 
Hanna-Munger decisions; Nov 5, p 
673. 

Beecham, W. E., Car Accountant, Chi- 
ng cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway: 
nd Addresses National Industrial Traffic 
p- League on tracing freight shipments; 
n- shippers should avoid burdening rail- 
ec roads with duplicate complaints on 

the same shipment; Nov 19, p 735. 
Bellis, H. E.: Writes Governor-elect 
O, Tener of Pennsylvania, asking that 
latter use his influence to have power 
si- of state railroad commission aug- 
d: mented; Dec 17, p 931. 
nd Butler, Rush C.: Attorney for the Chi- 
cago Association of Commerce: De- 
1g clares express business on an essen- 
‘1. tially wrong basis; feels agitation 
against companies will eventually 
wipe them out or cause a basic read- 
he justment of their contracts with the 
ed railroads; Oct 22, p 591. 








AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN—VOL. VI.. 





Value 47 





Claflin, John, President, H. B. Claflin 
Company: Addressing Railway Busi- 
ness Association urges friendly co- 
operation as a cure for railroad ills; 
Nov 26, p 777. 

Conrad, Jr., Holmes, Legal Department, 
Denver & Rio Grande Railroad: <Ad- 
dresses Denver Chamber of Commerce 
on railroad question; declares carriers 
have decided to appeal their case di- 
rect to the people; asks fair play for 
Saenranes companies; Dec 3, p 


Decker, Martin S., President of National 
Association of Railway Commissioners: 
In opening twenty-second annual con- 
vention of association, declares that 
day of conference is at hand; where 
state or federal jurisdictions overlap, 
commissions should meet and fix 
— in co-operative spirit; Nov 19, 
Pp 

Delano, F. A., President, Wabash Rail- 
road: Addresses Rivers and Harbors 
Congress on possibilities and limita- 
tions of waterways; Dec 17, p 891. 

Dowler, A. W., Traffic Manager, United 
States Gypsum Company: Criticizes 
decision of Kansas railroad commis- 
sion readjusting rates on crushed gyp- 
sum rock as placing heavy burden on 
cement mills in Kansas gas belt; Dec 
31, p 1002. 

Earnshaw, H. A., Traffic Manager, 
Stone-Ordean-Wells Company: Dis- 
cusses Selling transportation from the 
buyer’s standpoint; roads make a mis- 
take in ignoring non-competitive 
traffic; Oct &, p 515. 

Fort, Governor, New Jersey: Announces 
that he will not call special session of 
legislature to deal with commutation 
rate problem; July 9, p 123. 

Hale, Arthur: Addresses Traffic Club 
of Chicago on car shortages and reme- 
dies therefor; Oct 15, p 549. 

Hill, James J.: Scouts talk of panic; 
Aug 27, p 298. 

Hogdgon, Wm., Freight Traffic Mana- 
ger, Pennsylvania Lines: Addresses 
Cincinnati branch of National Metal 
Trades association on why eastern 
class rates were advanced; a case of 
giving the public what it wants; Dec 
24, p 952. 

Ives, D. O., Secretary, New England 
Board of Trade and Transportation: 
Addresses Traffic Club of New York on 
the functions of transportation de- 
partments in commercial and munici- 
pal organizations; urges co-operative 
conferences; Oct 1, p 487. 

James, Francis B.: Declares solution 
of problem of bill of lading frauds is 

to make carriers liable for accommo- 
dation bills and to prevent forgery; 
Aug 27, p 325. 

Jordan, D. S., President, Leland Stan- 
ford Jr. University: Declares fed- 
eral control of railroads is preferable 
to state regulation: July 23, p 168. 


Knapp, Martin A., Chairman, Interstate 


Commerce Commission: Addresses 
annual banquet of Railway Business 
association; favors liberal treatment 
of railroads; Nov 26, p 777. 
Krake, H. G., Commissioner, 
Men’s League, St. Joseph, Mo.: 


tions good; 
tory; July 2, p 68. 


Lane, Franklin K., Interstate Commerce 
Commission: Declares American rail- 
ways vastly superior to European 
transportation systems: Sent 10, p 385. 

Lincoln, J. C., President, National In- 

Addressing 

Grain Dealers’ National association, 

declares competition should be the 

rate-making; 


dustrial Traffic League: 


controlling factor in 
Oct 15, p 556. 


Lind, John S., ex-governor, Minnesota: 
Sees menace in railroads’ fight for an 


advance in rates: Oct 8, p 505. 
Mabee, J. P., 


Canada: 
between Dominion and the 
Etates; Aug 20, p 286. 

Mellen, C. S., President, 
Maine Raltlroad: 


prohibiting rate increases by 
visions; Oct 29, p 622. 


Miller, D., President, Chicago, Burling- 
Issues state- 


ton & Quincy Railroad: 












Miller, 


Noyes, 


Park, W. L., Vice-President, 


Ripley, 


Shaughnessy, Sir 


Stillwell, 


Business 
De- 
clares middle west is optimistic; pres- 
ent crop situation and business condi- 
future outlook satisfac- 


Chief Commissioner, 
Board of Railway Commissioners for 
Discusses railroad situation 
in Canada and need of joint commis- 
sion for regulation of through traffic 
United 


Boston & 
Writes Governor 
Quimby of New Hampshire that road 
will not contest validity of act of 1889 
roads 
leased or consolidated under its pro- 


ment attacking exhibit on valuation 
and capitalization filed by Attorney 
Thorne in western rate advance case; 
asserts valuation is in excess of capi- 
talization; Nov 5, p 668. 
—Declares figures used by President 
Noyes of Illinois Manufacturers’ asso- 
ciation in attempt to prove general 
rate advance unnecessary misleading; 
Dec 17, p 920. 
Roswell, Chairman, Executive 
Board, Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway: Takes pessimistic view of 
railroad situation; attributes unrest 
to too much legislation; Dec 31, p 994. 
La Verne, President, [Illinois 
Manufacturers’ association: Declares 
study of Burlington's history shows 
eneral rate advance unnecessary; 
ec 17, p 920. 
Illinois 
Central Railroad: Denies stories of 
threatened coal car shortage around 
Chicago; Oct 1, p 487. 
E. P., President, Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe System: Takes op- 
timistic view of crop and railroad sit- 
uation; July 16, p 143. 
—Declares that H. G. Wilson’s speech 
before Kansas City Railroad club, q. 
v., misrepresents his attitude on 
capitalizing improvements made out 
of surplus; Oct 1, pp 15, 537. 


Schroeder, George A., Manager, Freight 


Bureau, Chamber of Commerce, Mil- 
waukee: Announces that roads will 
improve and enlarge their Milwaukee 
terminal facilities; July 16, p 155. 
Thomas G., Presi- 
dent, Canadian Pacific Railway: De- 
clares Canadian lines are watching 
with interest progress of rate ad- 
vance cases; Dec 10, p 878. 


Simmons, George W., President, Sim- 


mons Hardware Company: Addresses 
American Association of Freight 
Traffic Officers: declares shippers 
want the best service possible and 
are willing to pay for it; holds atti- 
tude of express companies arbitrary; 
Dec 3, p 481. 

Arthur, President, Kansas 
City, Mexico & Orient Railway: De- 
clares railroad problem a big one; 
pleads for fairer treatment of car- 
riers; favors government guarantee 
of the safety of railroad investments; 
sees need of higher rates; Oct 8. p 
510. 


Stubbs, W. R., Governor of Kansas: 
Writes open letter to President Ripley 
of the Santa Fe, attacking latter for 
opposing physical valuation of rail- 
roads; Oct 15, p 551. 

Taft, Wm. H., President of the United 
States: In message to Congress en- 
dorses physical valuation of roads and 
favors boiler inspection and bill of 
lading liability laws (Dec 10, p 862). 
Discusses Panama canal, tariff revi- 
sions, currency legislation. postoffice 
savings, etc.; Dec 10, p 877. 

Thompson, Slason, Manager of Bureau of 
Railway News and Statistics: Attacks 
capitalization and valuation figures 
used by Clifford Thorne in general 
rate advance cases.as misstatement 
of facts: Dec 10, p 879. 

Underwood, F. D., President, Erie Rail- 
road: Declares himself in favor of 
physical valuation of railroads, with a 
revision of rates based on the result; 
July 9, p 117. 

Willard, Daniel, President. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad: Addressing Railway 
Business association, asks for a cessa- 
tion of anti-railroad activity; Nov 26, 
Pp 777. 

Wilson, H. G., Transportation Commis- 
sioner, Kansas City Commercial Club: 
Addresses Railroad Club of Kansas 
City on importance of rate hearings 
now before the Commission; holds 
present law inadequate to afford a 
scientific solution of the problem; 
hits at physical valuation propa- 
ganda; Oct 1, p 490. 


VALIDATION 


See ‘‘Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 
ets.” 


VALUATION 


See “Special Articles.” 


* VALUE 


Rates Based Upon: 
Upon Value.” 


See “‘Rates—Based 














































































































48 ‘ Walla Walla 


WALLA WALLA, Wash. 


WASHINGTON LETTERS 


Rate Adjustment: Held, That Spokane 
rates should apply from defined ter- 
ritories east. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 19 I C C Rep, 
162; July 2, p 3. 


Barlow—An Apostle of the Square Deal: 
Though testimony in rate advance 
case represents a reversal of the 
ideas made public while he was a 
railroad official, all must concede his 
honesty of purpose and open and 
above board method of presentation; 
Re 17, p 890. (See, also, July 23, p 


Clark Boys on Parade: When Champ 
comes marching back to Washington 
behind a pair_of Missouri mules, the 
sturdy virtues of our forebears will 
be recalled—and revived? Nov 19, p 









Commerce Commission as Arbiters: 
Shippers and carriers should make 
greater use of friendly offices of In- 
terstate Board in settling disputes; 
Commission an expert, impartial tri- 
bunal; July 9, p 81. 

Congress Ends Sessions with Taft Vic- 
tor: President able to go before the 
country with beneficial, constructive 
legislation to his credit; commerce 
law amendments not expected to re- 
tard financial and commercial expan- 
sion of the country; July 2. p 1, 

Co-operation and the Oregon Short 
Line: Officials of this road are evi- 
dently making an effort to promote 
harmony by their explanatory pamph- 
lets on freight rates and rate-mak- 
ing; Oct 8, p 501. 

Delano as Commissioner: President of 
the Wabash railroad would make ex- 
cellent member of the Interstate 
Commerce Board, but is not avail- 
able; Nov 26, p 746. 

James, Francis B.: His position in rate 
controversy appears to be that hold- 
ers of railroad securities in the past 
have received such liberal compensa- 
tion that they can experience some 
— without hardship; Dec 10 
p 847. 

Long and Short Haul Clause: Amended 
section of commerce act requires that 
all exceptions to its provisions shall 
be specific instead of general; intent 
of measure is to remove all discrim- 
inations that are not potential; Nov 
12, p 684. 

Martin Safety Bill: Measure introduced 
-by representative from Colorado, gov- 
erning clearances, maximum car di- 
mensions, etc, would add to railroad 
expenses, with little or no benefit to 
revenue; should the public bear the 
burden? Nov 5, p 626. 

No American Rome to Burn: Taft’s 
progressive conservatism can be es- 
sentially aided by important busi- 
ness interests analyzing conditions 
and co-operating against socialistic 
schemes; United States affords no 
opportunity for a general business de- 
bauchery; Aug 27, p 297. 

Non-Sectarian Sermon, A: Congress a 
necessary physician, but its drastic 
cures for corporate ills could often 
be forestalled by selftreatment; where 
honest publicity hurts, reorganization 
should be prescribed; Aug 13, p 249. 

Other Man’s Platform, The: Wise pol- 
icy to know your opponent’s stand 
before entering into controversy with 
him; railroads, shippers, big commer- 
cial enterprises should seek to learn 
their enemy’s viewpoint from non- 
partisan sources; Sept 3, p 329. 

Political Verbosity: Times not so much 
awry as the alarmists would have us 
believe; wholesale criticism of condi- 
tions fraught with danger; complaints 
must be specific to be necessary and 
proper; Oct 8, p 508. 

Railway Publicity Bureaus: Idea of 
having a bureau of railway economics, 
with headquarters at Washington, a 

ood one, if properly conducted, but 
t must not be too partisan and its 
output should stand competent an- 
alysis; folly for carriers to attempt 
to defend with sophistry actions and 
practices indefensible; public inclined 
to give transportation a square deal, 
but everythin must be open and 
above board; July 30, p 193. 

Rate Advances: Position of the ship- 
pers on this subject fair; are willing 
to admit their bias in the matter, but 
their stand that question should be 
refered to an impartial tribunal a 


Rate Controversy Not a Personal Quar- 


Rate Initiative Gone: Though theoret- 


Small Dealer Big Factor: Numerically 
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logical one; carriers should meet them 
half way; July 23, p 161. 

—Hearings at New York generally 
misunderstood; are preliminary in 
ya net —g 3 ae a given a 
‘u earing; pt p 3 
—Carriers should no predicate plea 
for — rates on wage advances 
to employes who are economically as 
well situated as laborers in other 
fields; the safety of passengers and 
employes and more economic and 
efficient service better grounds of 
justification; Oct 1, p 465. 

—Decision to be rendered by the 
Commission on general rate advances 
to be epoch-making in our economic 
relations; some basis will have to be 
at least approximated as a standard 
for rate-making; can we escape what 
the traffic will reasonably bear; Oct 
22, p 564. 


rel: Facts of the case should be dis- 
closed without display of temper; 
controversy essentialy a business 
proposition; Oct 15, p 529. 


ically existent, under the suspension 
clause of the amended commerce act 
the burden of fixing transportation 
charges has been transferred from 
the railroads to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Dec 3, p 795. 


a most important factor in railway 
legislation, coming in contact, how- 
ever with only the minor railroad 
officials, he is often given scant at- 
tention, and this treatment is re- 
flected in his demands for radical 
curbing of the carriers (Sept 17, p 
389). Southeastern shipper writes en- 
orsing sentiments expressed and 
commenting upon the relation be- 
tween freight claims and anti-rail- 
road legislation; Oct 1, p 496. 

Some Railway Men: Their value in 
general congress; E. P. Ripley and 
Roswell Miller prominent illustra- 
tions; Dec 24, p 938. 

State Commissions’ Appeal to Interstate 
Board Hopeful Sign: Action in ask- 
ing intervention of national board to 
stay threatened interstate rate ad- 
vances will probably result in wise 
counsel from Interstate Commission 
on effect of intrastate rates on inter- 
state transportation charges; July 16, 


p 125. 

Stock Dividends: When issued in lieu 
of cash dividends and based upon 
surplus already in hands, not a sub- 
ject for adverse criticism, but when 
predicated upon future possibilities 
only, they become a fair subject for 
attack; Sept 10, p 365. . 

Tarif Bureau Work: Public little real- 
izes importance of the work done by 
the tariff bureau of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and its of- 
ficials; effort is made to be fair and 
unbiased to all who come in contact 
with it; Oct 29, p 595. 

Transportation Service and the Con- 
sumer: Railway errors of policy not 
surprising considering age of system 
in this country and lack of precedent 
to guide early managers; if service 
is satisfactory and non-oppressive, a 
liberally remunerative profit will not, 
and ought not, be envied the giver of 
the service; Aug 6, p 221. 

Valuation as a Rate Basis: Conditions 
change so rapidly in this country 
that before an accurate, fair and 
painstaking determination of the 
physical valuation of American raile 
roads could be had these values 
would have changed; a great scheme 
for the politician; Sept 24, p 429. 

Westward Moves the Star of Prosper- 
ity: Has the center of material 
wealth overlapped the center of popu- 
lation in its westward trend? How 
the high cost of living cuts the east 
like a two-edged sword, reducing its 
buying power and causing a lessen- 
ing demand for its manufactured 
products; Aug 20, p 273. 

Yoakum and Texas: Whatever impo- 
sitions Texas may have experienced, 
she has gained more than she has 
lost by Yoakum’s interest in her 
business prosperity; Dec 31, p 970. 











Agricultural Exports; Dec 17, p 897. 

Army Transportation; Dec 31, p 976. 

Census Bureau; Dec 17, p 897. 

ee, Court; Dec 10, p 850; Dec 
»?P . 

Congress; Dec 10, p 851; Dec 10, p 859; 
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Des Jt Pp 895; Dec 24, p 942; Dee 31, 
Pp ‘ 
Corporation Reports Accessible to the 
BR al ae fit 
epartment o griculture; Dec 10, 
859; Dec 31, p 971. 4 
Department of Commerce and Labor: 
Dec 17, p 897; Dee 31, p 975. 
Department of Justice; Dec 24, p 940; 
Dec 31, p 977. 
Department of the Navy; Dec 10, p 858. 
ee of the Treasury; Dec 10, 


Pp 858. 

Department of War; Dec 17, 879, 899. 

Freight Classification, Compendium of; 
Dec 31, p 971. 

Great Britain, Commercial Agreement 
with; Dec 31, p 977. 

Immigration Commission; Dec 17, p 
898; Dec 31, p 975. 

Internal Revenue; Dec 17, p 897. 

Interstate Commerce Commission; Dec 
10, p 850; Dec 17, p 893; Dec 24, p 
939; Dec 31, 971, 

Miller on the Railroad Situation; Dec 
17, p 893. 

Ocean Mail Subvention; Dec 24, p 945. 

~~ Canal Exposition; Dec 17, p 


Pan-American Railway; Dec 24, p 945. 

Parcels Post; Dec 24, p 945. 

Postoffice Department; Dec 24, p 944. 

Railroad Securities Commission; Dec 
10, p 857. 

Reclamation Work; Dec 17, p 897. 

Rivers and Harbors Congress; Dec 10, 
p 848; Dec 17, p 891. 

Tehuantepec and Panama Traffic; Dec 
17, p 893, 

United States Supreme Court; Dec 10, 
p 856; Dec 24, p 940. 

White House; Dec 10, p 851. 


WEIGHING 


Switching Service: ‘The Commission 
adheres to the principle as to weigh- 
ing announced in Romona Oolitic 
Stone Co vs Vandalia R R Co, 13 1C 
C Rep, 115, but it is not of opinion 
that substantial justice requires its 
application to the switching service 
here involved. Prahlow vs Ind Harb 
et al (3334), 19 I C C Rep, 572; Dec 
24, p 947. 


WEIGHTS—Carload Minimum 


Fruits: Held, That minimum weight 
on strawberries from Ponchatoula, 
La., to Chicago, Ill., should not ex- 
ceed 17,000 pounds. Ponchatoula 
Farmers’ Assn vs Ill Cent (2834), 19 
I C C Rep, 513; Dec 3, p 817. 

Increased and Rate Reduced: Where 
joint rates have been reduced to the 
sum of the locals and the carload 
minimum has been increased, repara- 
tion will be awarded on the basis of 
the new joint rate, subject to the 
minimum in effect at time of move- 
ment (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 

Kegs, Beer : A 20,000-pound minimum 
is excessive as applied to consign- 
ments of empty beer kegs in refrig- 
erator cars, but is not excessive with 
respect to empty kegs and bottles, 
mixed, or to straight shipments of 
empty bottles. Miller Brewing Co vs 
CM & St P et al (3216), 19 IC Cc 
Rep, 590; Dec 24, p 951. 

Larger Car Furnished for Carrier’s Con- 
venience: Where initial carrier, for 
its own convenience, provides a car 
of greater minimum than that speci- 
fied by the shipper, it is the carrier’s 
duty to protect that minimum, and 
where the shipment moves’ under 
combination rates, proper notation 
shrould be made by initial carrier on 
its bill of lading and upon the way- 
bill or transfer bill, so that if con- 
nection does not have tariff rules 
which permit the use of the car upon 
the basis of the lower minimum, 
transfer into a car of the capacity 
ordered by the shipper may be made 
and this without additional expense 
to me shipper (Conf Rul); July 23, 


p t 

Less than Rated Minimum: Where the 
maximum load permitted by the car- 
rier is less than the rated minimum 
of the car, charges should be as- 
sessed on the actual weight of the 
lading. Oregon Lumber Co vs OR & 
A Te 19 I C C Rep, 582; Dec 

Mix Carloads: Rule authorizing car- 
load rates on mixed carloads and pro- 
viding that any deficit in minimum 
shall be made up by adding to the 
weight of the highest rated artice, 
found unreasonable and _ ordered 
amended to provide that deficit in 
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weight shall be made by adding to 
the weight of the heaviest loaded 


article; except when s ment con- 
sists of two or more articles of equal 
weight, the weight sufficient to make 
minimum shall be added to the 
weight of the lowest rated article. 
Ponchatoula Farmers’ Assn vs _Iil 
Cent (2834), 19 I C C Rep, 513; Dec 


3, p 817. 

Transfer of Lading in Transit: In 
transferring a shipment in transit 
from one larger car to two smaller 
cars, connecting line should load the 
full minimum weight in one car and 
adjust the charges on the balance at 
the less-than-carload rate, there be- 
ing no joint through rate and the 
tariffs of connecting line forbidding 
the use of equipment larger than ac- 
tually employed by it (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 168. 

Transfer of Lading in Transit: See, 
also, ‘“‘Weights, Carload Minimum— 
Larger Car Furnished for Carrier's 
Convenience.”’ 


WEIGHTS, Estimated 
Packages: In so far as possible, where 
estimated weights are applied and 
the rate is stated in cents per 100 
pounds, the size and dimensions of 
such packages should be clearly and 
accurately defined and described in 
the tariff (Conf Rul); July 23, p 171. 


WESTERN & ATLANTIC RAILWAY 
Jurisdiction Over Charges: See ‘‘Geor- 


gia.” 


WESTERN EXPRESS COMPANY 
Announces inauguration of service from | 
Chicago; Dec 21, p 970. 


WESTERN PACIFIC RAILROAD 
Japanese Steamships: Gould line makes 
traffic aliance with Toyo Kisen Kai- 
=_ Steamship company; Aug 13, p 
250. 


WEST VIRGINIA 

Passenger Rates: State Supreme court 
upholds 2-cent-fare law; orders re- 
fund of excess amounts collected by 
roads while operating under injunc- 
tion; July 16, p 148. 

Railroad Commission: West Virginia 
board of trade drafts bill for creation 
of state railroad commission; Nov 


26, p 747. 
WHITE, Stephen Wm. 
Retirement: Retires as secretary of 


Northern Central railroad and other 


subsidiary corporations of the Penn- 
sylvania system, having reached age 
limit for active service; Aug 6, p 241. 


WICKERSHAM, George W., Attorney- 
General 
Report: Submits annual report to Con- 
gress; reviews leading railroad and 
monopoly cases of the year; outlines 
policy with respect to the Sherman 
act; Dec 17, p 924. 


WILLAMETTE VALLEY CASE 
See under ‘Courts, United States Su- 
preme.”’ 


WILLARD, Daniel, President, Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad. 
Utterances: Addresses Railway Busi- 
ness association, urging cessation of 
anti-railroad activity; Nov 26, p 777. 


WILSON, H. G., Commissioner, Kansas 
City Commercial Club 
Utterances: Addresses Railroad club of 
Kansas City on freight rate contro- 
versy; declares present law inade- 
quate to afford a scientific solution 
of the problem; condemns physical 
valuation; Oct 1, p 490. 


WINSTON-SALEM, N, Cc. 
See “Durham, N. C.’ 


WIRE COMPANIES 

Act to Regulate Commerce: Held, That 
paragraph 5 of section 15 does not ap- 
ply to telegraph companies (Conf 
Rul); Dec 17, p 919. 

Hearings: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission announces hearing for Dec 7 
to discuss application of amended law 
to wire companies (Nov 26, p 748). 
Attorneys for telegraph and telephone 
companies argue jurisdictional rights 
possessed by Commission under 
amended interstate commerce act; 
do not believe section 6 applies to 
wire companies; wide divergence of 
views expressed as to application of 
act as a whole and various sections; 
Dec 10, p 871. 

New York: Public service commission 
assumes jurisdiction over wire com- 
panies under act pased by last ses- 
sion of state legislature; Sept 10, p 
366. 

—Public service commission issues 

orders requiring telephone companies 

under its jurisdiction to file tariffs 

and statistics of their operations with 
I it; Oct 29, p 608. 





WISCONSIN 

Decision: State railroad commission 
orders rate on logs from Madison to 
Berkswood reduced wy 4 to 2 cents. 
Arpin Lumber Co vs C St PM & O; 
July 9, p 111. 
—State railroad commission orders 
lumber rates from Edgerton to Deer- 
field reduced from 9.5 to 6.04 7. 
Heddles wumber Co vs C M & St P 
et al; Nov 5, p 667. 
—State commission erders estab- 
lishment of joint rates on forest and 
farm products between Racine, Mil- 
waukee, Manitowoc, Sheboygan, 
Green Bay and Mattoon, reducing 
charges about 10 per cent. Paxton & 
Lightbody vs C & N W and Mattoon 
bas Sept 10, 382. 

te on lumber from Solon Springs 

to Superior ordered reduced from 4 
to 3% cents. Pelletier Co vs C St 
M & O et al; Nov 5, p 674. 
—State railroad commmission orders 
reduction from $3 to $1.50 per car 
switching charge on grain between 
Northern Pacific and Soo line at Su- 
perior (Sept 24, p 451). Declines to 
rescind order; Dec 17, p 920. 

Minneapolis, St Paul & gault Ste Marie 
Railway: State railway commission 
allows road right-of-way across state 
necessary for entrance into Duluth; 
Aug 20, p 276 


WOOL 
Detroit, Mich., to Boston, Mass.: Held, 
That rate of 50 cents on wool in 
grease is not unreasonable. Traugott 
Schmidt & Sons vs Mich Cent et al 
See). 19 I C C Rep, 535; Dec 3, p 


“Stop-off Privileges:’’ Held, That res- 
toration of stop- on privileges at De- 
troit shrould be denied. Traugott, 
Schmidt & Sons vs Mich Cent et al 
om. 19 I C C Rep, 535; Dec 3, p 


WYLIE, E. G., Commissioner, Greater 
Des Moines Committee 
Special Articles: Discusses problems to 
be considered by Iowa state railroad 
commission in proposed revision of 
intrastate coal rates; July 9, p 112. 


Y. W. C. A. 

Free Transportation: Free transporta- 
tion may not lawfully be accorded 
traveling secretaries of Young Wom- 
an’s Christian association (Conf Rul); 
July 23, p 171. 


ZANESVILLE & WESTERN RAILWAY 
See ‘‘Merger.”’ 


